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Editorial 


Dear Reader, 

The Calais Immigration Crisis 



During the height of the UK holiday period of 
July-August this year, the long suffering British 
public were hit with the Calais Crisis caused by 
the French Channel Tunnel workers going on 
strike, closing the tunnel and ruining many 
holidays, coupled with masses of third world 
immigrants trying to enter the UK via the tunnel. 

This was probably another false flag operation, 
to raise racial tensions within UK and to distract 
people while their freedoms are being stripped 
away. The once admired British legal system is 
being remodelled on the soviet style - Starr 
Courts where the judge decides the outcome, 
with no jury or public allowed. 

Up to fairly recently, the Queen’s Bench at the 
Royal Courts of Justice in London could be 


accessed 24 hrs a day, where there was always 
a duty common law judge on duty. However, 
now it is almost impossible to get a hearing 
under common law at The Queen’s Bench. 

A court without a jury and public present, isn’t 
a lawful court under Common Law. 
Furthermore, in Common Law it is the Jury, not 
the judge, who is in charge and with power to 
decide whether the defendant is guilty or not. 
Today, judges frequently direct juries to give a 
certain verdict, contrary to common law. 

We are under a curse for not following Yahweh’s 
law. Being pious and going to church will not 
lift the curse, as the Judeo-Christian church 
would have you believe, and who in fact preach 
that the law has been done away with! We must 
repent and return to obeying Yahweh’s Laws and 
thereby avoid judgment just as the people of 
Nineveh did following Jonah’s warning of the 
severe judgment destined to fall on them if they 
did not take heed! 

To this end it is heartening that more and more 
Common Law groups are being formed to 
promote and exercise Common Law in true 
Israel! 

Editor 

thene wensi gn@ email. com 

This magazine is for private subscription only 
and is not in any way connected to The Ensign 
Message Magazine which is a totally separate 
entity. 
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Serious Questions - Part 6 
Arnold Kennedy 


QUESTION 
THIRTY-ONE 
ARE ALL RACES 
ALL THE SAME 
IN GOD’S SIGHT 
IN EVERY WAY? 
WHY IGNORE 
THAT 

SCRIPTURE 
DISCRIMINATES 
BETWEEN "MAN 
AND MAN" AND "MEN AND WOMEN". 

E ARLY IN GENESIS we find the ’’seed 
of the woman" and the "seed of the 
serpent", so no one can claim these two 
co-existing seeds are the same. Prophetically this 
goes through to the New Covenant era-[Gen. 
3:15], Through the Old Testament, we find 
different words for "man, "men" and "mankind", 
but there are four main different words in 
Hebrew namely 'adam-[579 times], 'enowsh- 
[567 times],'iysh-[l,713 times], and 'am-1789 
times. There are places where two or three of 
these words for man are referred to in the one 
verse, thus showing comparisons, e.g.: 

Ps.8:4 "What is man ['enowsh] that thou art 
mindful of him, and the son of man [’Adam] that 
thou visitest him". 

Ps 90:3 "Thou turnest man [’Enowsh] to 
destruction; and sayest, return ye children of 
men [Adam], 

God is mindful or marks the 'Enowsh man, but 
He visits [paqad] the 'Adam man. We do not find 
'enowsh as being God’s flock. Ezek. 34:31 says, 
"And ye my flock, the flock of my pasture are 
'Adam, and I am your God, saith the Lord". But, 
in Proverbs 28:5 we read "...'Enowsh understand 
not judgement". With so many references to 
contrast these three words we should have 
enough to indicate a conclusion and to admit that 
there are differences. 

It is not popular to divide the Word of God in 
the New Testament when it comes to "man", 
"men" and "mankind", but the distinctions 
remain. The majority words are aner-[212 times], 
tis-[969 times], anthropos-[ 560 times] and 'laos- 


143 times. In John 10 we can read about Jesus 
saying that some there were His sheep and also 
that others were "not of My sheep". Jesus says, 
"I give My life for the sheep". He went looking 
for the lost sheep, but it is not recorded that He 
went looking for other than "sheep". 
Denominations do not accept this limitation by 
Jesus claiming that things have changed 
somehow later in the New Testament. Jesus says, 
"Every plant which my Heavenly Father hath not 
planted, shall be rooted up:-[Mattl5:14], and so 
we have to admit that there are those planted by 
God and those not planted by God. 

In the New Testament we still find there are the 
good seed and the bad seed. The good seed are 
the children of the Kingdom-[Matt.l3:38], All 
of Abraham's seed are not children of the 
Kingdom-[John 8:33-37]. Seeds are either good 
or bad as seeds before they have grown or done 
anything. The popular evangelical teaching is 
that it is not the nature of God to treat one racial 
seed differently than another, and so they claim 
that God plants any one of any race in the garden, 
making planting a matter solely one of belief, 
not origin as well. When did God's eternal nature 
change? 

Who plants the Tares and what is their end? So 
who, is right, Jesus or the churches? There are 
people described and also symbolised as "beasts" 
in both Testaments. Looking in another 
direction, the word aner for "men" is never used 
of women, but it is not the scope here to go into 
all the details. People who believe that 
"mankind" always includes women must have 
difficulty with, "Thou shalt not lie with mankind 
as with womankind". 

There are areas in both Testaments where God 
discriminates between women and men. Modem 
Christians do not think that a sovereign God 
should discriminate between "men" and "men" 
or men and women. In the creation story, we 
cannot remain honest if we try to say that 
"created' = bara' is the same as "formed" = yatsar. 
[The same goes for plasso and ktizo in the New 
Testament], We have men and women, 'Adam 
in the plural, being created [bara'] in Gen.l 
before the 'Adam [singular] who was formed 
[yatsar] in Gen.2. "Created" and "formed" have 
differing meanings. From the sequence alone 
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there is no way Genesis 2 could be a re-run of 
Genesis 1. On a weight of evidence basis, there 
is more to say that Adam [as we use the word] 
was the first spiritual man, but not the first 
biological man. In other words, God took one 
man from Genesis 1 and breathed into him the 
breath of life. Eve was the "mother of all living" 
with God's breath, not of the others. This 
indicates that there are those with the Spirit, and 
those "having not the Spirit"-[Jude V19]. The 
latter is the "natural man" who cannot receive 
the things of God-[l Cor.2:14], but he may 
become very religious. What we believe about 
these issues in Genesis conditions what we 
believe right through the Bible. 



Jehoshaphat’s victory against the Moabites 

We will not expand racial issues such as mixed 
bloods, incest blood or bastards as shown for 
instance in Deut. 23:2-8, "A bastard shall not 
enter into the congregation of the Lord until THE 
TENTH GENERATION”. With Ammonites and 
Moabites this ten-generation prohibition is to be 
maintained "for ever". Israel was told, "Thou 
shalt not seek their peace, nor their prosperity all 
thy days FOR EVER". With Shemites such as 
Edomites and Egyptians a regeneration period 
by mating back into Israelite stock takes only 
THREE GENERATIONS-[Deut. 23:7-8], Up to 
the end of this period there is no access for them 
to the tabernacle. 

With the Canaanite we read in Zechariah 14:21 
about the end of the age, "In that day there shall 
NO MORE be any Canaanite in the house of the 
Lord of Hosts". This shows an objective and 
some take this to mean that no measure of 
Canaanite blood is ever acceptable. This then 
would include that section of mixed-race Jewry 
which descended from Judah's Canaanite wife- 
[Gen. 38:3], i.e. Shelah-Judah which are called 
Jews in 2 Kings 16:6, and who can be traced in 


the New Testament. These comparisons show 
striking differences in treatment between some 
races in the Bible. 

God says He has war with Amelek [one of Esau's 
descendants] for all generations and that Israel 
was to "blot out the remembrance of Amelek 
from under heaven"-[Ex. 17:15 andDeut.25:19]. 
This is about the extermination of a particular 
race! Edom [also known as Idumea etc.] are 
stated to be "The people against whom the Lord 
hath indignation for ever"-[Mal 1:4]. This race 
whom God says He hates are the enemy of Israel 
"for all generations" until they are destroyed at 
the second coming of Jesus. Beyond these few 
races, the Bible does not mention the balance of 
races by name, and so no one has any right to 
presume anything about their destiny. The Bible 
does not state that they are condemned, but there 
are indications that most have benefit from, and 
should obey, the Laws of God. At the end, in the 
Book of Revelation, the New Jerusalem has the 
names of the Twelve Tribes of Israel upon its 
gates. Zechariah chapter 14 presents the picture 
about the place of the other races. 

Certain other races will bring their worship to 
the New Jerusalem year by year, but they are not 
in the city. God discriminates racially up to the 
end of the age, and these things demonstrate the 
racial differences that are in the Bible. We have 
to either agree or disagree with Jesus when He 
says that the scriptures "cannot be broken"-[John 
10:35]. The Old Testament discrimination 
cannot be broken; we have to believe this if we 
are to agree with Jesus. 

Reference is often heard about "God's chosen 
people or race" suggesting wrongly that this is 
"The Jews". If some are "chosen", then all the 
others must be "unchosen". Scripture does not 
indicate that "The Jews" are Israel, despite the 
popular suggestion. Judaism has been multi¬ 
racial since Bible days! 

Three quotes from Jewish sources may 
personally help those who have been led to 
believe that the word "Jews" always relates to 
Israelites. 

From Alfred M. Lilienthal's book " What Price 
Israel ": "Here's a paradox: an anthropological 
fact, many Christians have more Hebrew- 
Israelite blood in their veins than their Jewish 
neighbours". 
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The Jewish author Yair Davidy in his book "The 
Tribes-Israelite Origins of Western peoples" 
[Foreword by Rabbi A. Field] tells in much detail 
that the Saxon folks are Israel. 

3. Jewish author 
Harry Golden 
(left) wrote in 
1967, "Isaiah the 
prophet wrote 
that the remnant 
of Yahweh's 
people would be 
found in the 
Islands of the 
sea 

These Islands 
are shown to be 
North and West 
of Palestine, i.e. 
the United Kingdom. The reader will probably 
be Anglo-Saxon, Celtic, or Nordic, whom can 
be shown to be Israelites apart from the white 
Japhethic and Edomic content -[Genesis 9:27 
and 16:12], and obvious foreigners, who have 
moved in amongst them. In the Divine 
foreknowledge, true Israelite posterity possesses 
the inherent characteristics with which God 
purposed should be used to bring peace to the 
world and the casting down of demonic 
strongholds over the other races under the 
righteous rule of Jesus Christ. 

QUESTION THIRTY-TWO. 

IF THE JEWS ARE THE NATURAL 
PEOPLE OF GOD, AND IF THE 
CHURCH ARE THE HEAVENLY 
PEOPLE OF GOD, THEN WHAT WERE 
THE PEOPLE BEFORE ABR AHA M? 

QUESTION THIRTY-THREE. 

IF WE ARE FOUND TO HAVE BEEN 
PREACHING "ANOTHER GOSPEL", 
WHAT ARE WE GOING TO DO ABOUT 
IT? 

Only one of these two gospels as set out below 
can be right! 

GOSPEL NUMBER ONE (False) 

This is that gospel which cannot be found 
throughout the Law, The Psalms, the Prophets, 
or through the New Testament. It says in effect: 


The Law and The Ten Commandments were 
given to every race, as a covenant. 

Jesus gave His Life so that He becomes the 
Redeemer of all races, to redeem them from the 
curse of that broken law, even if the other races 
did not have that covenant-law relationship. 

God loves all men and every individual member 
of all the human races, including those God says 
that he hates. 

The gospel is for all sinners of every race, [not 
"the sinners of My people"-Amos 9:10]. 

All are called. There are no Tares or Goats, 
despite what Jesus says to the contrary. 

All are chosen. There are no inferior vessels, 
despite what Paul says to the contrary. 

There are no Twelve Tribes of Israel any more 
-[Even if they are through the N.T.]. 

All men are supposed to have faith. -[The Bible 
says "All men have not faith"]. 

The Father gave Jesus to "all men", not "all men" 
of Israel. 

All races are pre-destined - [God must have been 
wrong to expect Israel to destroy certain mixed 
races. All are the same now, it is suggested]. 

There are no elect people, nor any election 
according to grace. Everyone is the same now. 

God has mercy on everyone, not just on whom 
He chooses or elects. 

There are no scriptural differences between men 
of differing origins. 

That "men" always includes women as well. 

That non-Israel races can be "adopted" into 
Israel, ignoring, "Who are Israelites to whom 
pertaineth the adoption"-[Rom.9:4], 

It is now up to all sinners of all races to embrace 
the love of God or to not embrace it. It is up to 
everyone of every race to either have eternal life, 
or to perish. 
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THIS GOSPEL SAYS IT IS MANKIND, IN 
GENERAL, THAT IS SOVEREIGN, AND 
MAKES THE CHOICES. 

This would mean God is not sovereign in 
establishing a covenant relationship with Israel. 
About this we read in Galatians 1:9, "If any 
preach any other gospel unto you than you have 
received, let him be accursed". 

GOSPEL NUMBER TWO (True) 

This is the everlasting gospel, the true gospel in 
which you stand, if you continue in "The Faith". 
This says: 

God does not say anywhere that He loves all 
mankind, but only His elect nation. 

Jesus came for those chosen from before the 
"foundation of the world" -[which means the 
"overthrow of the order"]. 


"for the goats and everyone else as well". Jesus 
prayed for "them which Thou gaveth Me", not 
everyone else as well. 

It is the gospel of grace...."And I will be gracious 
to whom I will..." 

It is not of ourselves, it is the gift of God. 

God is merciful to whom He will-[Rom.9:18]. 

The Sons [huios] of God are adopted out of the 
Children [teknon] of Israel, not out of others. 

The Potter makes different vessels, according to 
His purposes-[Rom 9:21], 

The gift is given only to the elect, through 
regeneration and efficacious calling of God. 

Jesus is the Redeemer of Israel [both Houses 
only]. 


Jesus is the Shepherd of the sheep only. He said, 
"I lay down my life for the sheep"-[John 10:15]. 
He did not add 


The End OS17786 


The Fallacy Of Millennialism 

By 

Pastor Eli James 


23; And the word of 
the LORD came un¬ 
to me, saying, 

24; Son of man, say 
unto her, Thou art 
the land that is not 
cleansed, nor rained 
upon in the day of 
indignation. 

25; There is a conspiracy of her prophets in the 
midst thereof, like a roaring lion ravening the 
prey; they have devoured souls; they have taken 
the treasure and precious things; they have made 
her many widows in the midst thereof. 

26; Her priests have violated my law, and have 
profaned mine holy things: they have put no 
difference between the holy and profane, neither 
have they shewed difference between the un¬ 
clean and the clean, and have hid their eyes from 
my sabbaths, and I am profaned among them. 


27; Her princes in the midst thereof are like 
wolves ravening the prey, to shed blood, and to 
destroy souls, to get dishonest gain. 

28; And her prophets have daubed them with 
untempered morter, seeing vanity, and divining 
lies unto them, saying, Thus saith the Lord 
GOD, when the LORD hath not spoken. 

29; The people of the land have used oppres¬ 
sion, and exercised robbery, and have vexed the 
poor and needy: yea, they have oppressed the 
stranger wrongfully. 

30; And I sought for a man among them, that 
should make up the hedge, and stand in the gap 
before me for the land, that I should not destroy 
it: but I found none. 

31; Therefore have I poured out mine indigna¬ 
tion upon them; I have consumed them with the 
fire of my wrath: their own way have I recom¬ 
pensed upon their heads, saith the Lord GOD. 
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Introduction 

HE ABOVE QUOTATION comes 
from Ezekiel 22:23-31. It tells us of the 
day when the priesthood will become 
like wolves, treating their congregation as a prey 
instead of as their flock. False prophets abound 
today. They are called the Judeo-Christian priest¬ 
hood. Most of them are nothing but pro-Zionist 
puppets, who lead their flocks into perdition, by 
preaching hatred of the Jews' enemies instead of 
the doctrine of Jesus Christ. You can hear them 
say, "What would Jesus do?" But if you ask 
them," Would Jesus approve of the bombing of 
Beirut and Gaza," they turn their backs on Jesus 
and hide behind their paymasters. The land is 
full of false prophets. 

One of the most persistent and problematic 
interpretations of Scripture 
is the belief that the Book of 
Revelation, in Chapter 20, 
teaches that Satan will be 
cast into the "bottomless pit" 
for a thousand years AFTER 
the Tribulation and Judg¬ 
ment. This teaching assumes 
that Jesus Christ will return 
at the Judgment Day, not to 
destroy Satan, but merely to 
bind him, thus postponing 
his inevitable destruction for 
a thousand years. (For a 
good introductory explana¬ 
tion of the various millenni- 
alist positions, please refer to this article): 

http://www.ukapologetics.net/realized.html 

Unlike many of the modem apostasies, this 
mistake is actually understandable. It is due to 
the fact that the verses dealing with the bottom¬ 
less pit occur right after the verse discussing the 
Judgment Day. It is quite natural to assume that 
the events depicted at the end of Chapter 19 will 
be followed by the events depicted in the begin¬ 
ning of Chapter 20. However, as I will show, this 
is an ASSUMPTION, because the Millennialists 
ignore the critical fact that the final battle (Ar¬ 
mageddon) between True Israel versus Gog and 
Magog (Verses 7-10) occurs in the verses right 
after Satan was let loose. In other words, the 
Battle of Armageddon is brought about by the 
very beast that was bound for a thousand years. 
If the post-tribulation Millennialists are correct, 


then they will have to explain how the Battle of 
Armageddon can occur after the Judgment Day. 

Assuming that the events depicted are in strict 
chronological order, they would occur as such: 

The Tribulation and Great Battle, with the Beast 
and False Prophet cast into the Lake of Fire. 
(Rev. 19:19-21.) 

The binding and casting into the Bottomless Pit 
of the Dragon. (Rev. 20:1-2.) 

The 1,000 years confinement. (Verse 3.) 

The judgment of thrones. (Verse 4.) This is a 
problem for the chronology, since the Beast was 
already cast into the Lake of Fire under item 1. 
Who or what is being judged here? The saints 
suffering and dying for 
refusing to worship the 
Beast, which had already 
been cast into the Lake of 
Fire, living and reigning 
with Christ, presumably 
for this same 1,000-year 
period, while the Dragon 
is bound. Most interpreters 
assume that this reign will 
be peaceful. But these 
verses declare the contra¬ 
ry. Rather, the entirety of 
Rev. 20:4 suggests a victo¬ 
rious struggle, not a thou¬ 
sand years of peace. The 
word peace does not occur in these verses. A 
reign can be either peaceful or tumultuous. 

The "dead" in Christ "resurrected." (Verse 5.) 
Most interpreters believe that this resurrection 
will not occur until after the Judgment Day. But 
we already had the judgment of the Beast and 
False Prophet under item 1. 

The release of the Dragon (Verse 7), with the 
attendant 1,000-year "reign" of Christ coming to 
an end. (Verses 5 & 6.) 

The Dragon goes out to deceive the nations again 
and organizes the armies of Gog and Magog, 
which are destroyed in the Great Battle. (Verses 
8 and 9.) 

The devil (Dragon) is cast into the Lake of Fire. 
(Verse 10.) 
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The Judgment of the Living and the Dead. 
(Verses 11-15.) 

The problem with this Post-Trib chronology is 
that it is contradicted by Ezekiel 38:8, which is 
very clear in stating that the invasion of Gog and 
Magog will occur "in the latter years." This can 
only mean during a time leading up to the 
Judgment Day. But the Great Battle had already 
begun in verses 11-21 of Chapter 19, with the 
Beast and False Prophet being judged by throw¬ 
ing them into the Lake of Fire. What the Post- 
Trib Millennialists have done is to focus on 
certain sentences or phrases, without paying 
close attention to the fact that the saints are 
marked by the beast, being beheaded, etc., while 
Satan was bound. (Verse 4.) Lifting verses out 
of context is a favourite tactic of naive interpret¬ 
ers; and this is the problem with Post-Tribulation 
Millennialism. 

Taking the descriptions from Rev. 19:10 to Rev. 
20:10 as a cohesive story, we have two possible 
interpretations: 

There are two Judgments with a period of one 
thousand years intervening; or— 

There is only one Judgment, with the events of 
Rev. 20:1-7 representing a flashback to the days 
before the Great Battle between the people of 
Israel versus Gog and Ma¬ 
gog. (Rev. 20:8-10.) 

I will argue for the latter 
interpretation, meaning 
that Rev. 19:10 through 
20:10 is the story of a 
single Judgment, but that 
John's vision discusses the 
Beast and False Prophet 
first, and then focuses on 
the Dragon second. Rather than taking the events 
depicted in strict chronological order, the story 
is divided into two themes, the first telling the 
story of the judgment of the Beast and False 
Prophet, and the second theme concerning the 
judgment of the Devil, or Dragon. 

In other words, there is not a 1,000-year period 
between two judgments. Nothing else in Scrip¬ 
ture would indicate such a scenario, especially 
since the Judgment Day is major theme, men¬ 
tioned hundreds of times in both the Old and 
New Testaments! Given this fact, it is much 


more likely that we are being given two separate 
stories of the same events. Rev. 20:1 takes up 
the story of the Dragon, having dispensed with 
the Beast and False Prophet in Chapter 19. 
Viewing the story in this way eliminates the 
contradiction create by two judgment events: 
Rev. 19:20 and Rev. 20:10. The idea that Gog 
and Magog would be judged a thousand years 
after the kings and thrones of Rev. 19:19 is a 
major problem for the Post-Trib view. The fact 
is that all of the eschatological statements con¬ 
tained in the Bible indicate only one Judgment 
Day, not two separate judgment events. 

Protagonist Versus Antagonist 

The Bible, in Genesis 3:15, declares a perpetual 
enmity (hatred, struggle and strife) between two 
sets of people: the seed of Eve and the seed of 
Nachash (the Devil). Since mainstream Bible 
scholarship totally ignores this prophecy (or they 
assume that it ended when Jesus died on the 
Cross), it leads to a misidentification of God's 
chosen people. Put quite simply: The Jews ARE 
NOT "God's chosen people." This is one of the 
foundational principles of Christian Identity. The 
Celto-Saxons (Caucasians) are God's chosen 
people. Rev. 2:9,3:9 and 12:9 clearly tell us that 
there is a group of people in the world today who 
CLAIM to be Judeans, but are NOT, and they 
are the SYNAGOGUE OF SATAN. And these 
people are deceiving the 
whole world with their 
false ethnic claims, false 
religion (the Babylonian 
Talmud), and false history. 

Here is how one Identity 
author summarizes the 
situation: 

"Judaism's masquerade as 
Biblical Judah and, moreover, as all Israel — 
which is the basis of Jewish Nationalism — 
becomes patently counterfeit when placed in 
juxtaposition with the historical record of the 
true Houses of Israel and Judah. Even a brief 
summary will show the contrast between the 
descendants of Biblical Jacob-Israel as opposed 
to the alien posterity of the cabal which claims 
for itself not only the Promised Land but the very 
name and inheritance of Israel." - W.N. Saxon, 
"The Mask of Edom," p. 8. 

The whole world has been deceived by Judaism's 
claim to be Israel. This is why orthodox Judeo- 
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Christianity is very much mystified about the 
ENTIRE APOCALYPSE, not just this particular 
episode concerning the Millennium. Since they 
falsely identify the Jews with/as Israel, they are 
incapable of understanding a single word of the 
Revelation concerning True Israel versus the 
impostor Jews!!!! (Such as Rev. 2:9 and 3:9.) 
Although they understand that the Dragon is 
Satan, they do not understand that Talmudic 
Judaism is the religion of Satan masquerading 
as the religion of Moses. Nor do they understand 
that the Eighth Beast is also the international 
Jewish mercantile Beast (the Empire of Mer¬ 
chants, Rev., Chapters 17-19)!!! Failing to 
understand such important concepts is a guaran¬ 
tee that they will misinterpret just about all of 
the Apocalypse. In short, Judeo-Christianity, 
operating under the delusion that the Jews are 
Israel, cannot possibly understand the Bible, let 
alone the book of Revelation. 

The world has been brainwashed by the antago¬ 
nist into believing that he is the protagonist. The 
Devil is masquerading as "God's chosen people." 
Therefore, most of the orthodox prophecy inter¬ 
preters are in the employ of the False Prophet, 
and their main job is to obscure Biblical proph¬ 
ecy so as not to implicate their paymaster, the 
International Jew. With all of the money at their 
disposal, the Jews have the capability of hiring 
armies of false prophets, whose main job is to 
keep spreading the lie that the "Jews are God's 
chosen people." It is not permitted by the Kosher 
crowd to discuss Jewish claims openly. Critics 
are routinely subjected to ad hominem attacks. 
Is this what Jesus would do to His critics? Did 
He not confront them openly? Are the Jews 
better than Jesus that they don't have to face 
criticism? 

In the words of another observer: 

"World events, most especially the activities of 
the present Bush administration, demonstrate a 
clear agenda to implement Draconian Controls 
precisely as described in the prophecies of the 
book of Revelation. What baffles me is the 
almost complete silence of the Fundamentalist 
Christian groups who spent so many years 
preaching and warning everyone about the com¬ 
ing 'New World Order,' and 'Mark of the Beast,' 
and now that it is here - it's real - they don't even 
seem to see it. That is, of course, because they 
are PART of it." - Laura Knight-Jadczyk, "The 
Beast and His Empire." 



The Scriptural and spiritual blindness of the 
Judeo-Christian world was, of course, prophe¬ 
sied by Paul at II Thessalonians 2:2. Speaking 
of the latter days, just before the Second Coming: 

"Let no man deceive you by any means: for that 
day shall not come, except there come a FALL¬ 
ING AWAY FIRST, AND THAT MAN OF SIN 
BE REVEALED, THE SON OF PERDITION; 
even him, whose coming is after the working of 
Satan, with all power and signs and lying won¬ 
ders; And for this cause God shall send them 
STRONG DELUSION, that they should believe 
a lie;" 

Why would Yahweh cause these Christians to 
believe a lie? Paul answers this question himself: 

"That they might all be damned who believed 
not the TRUTH, but had pleasure in unrighteous¬ 
ness." 

The simple fact is this: Modem Judeo-Christian- 
ity teaches all kinds of UNTRUTH in the name 
of the Holy Scriptures (Dispensationalism, An- 
tinomianism, Universalism, rejection of the Old 
Testament, etc.); and we in the Christian Identity 
movement have dedicated ourselves to exposing 
these lies. Without realizing it, the Judeo-Chris- 
tian world has allied itself with the Devil, having 
been duped into following the International Jew 
and the blaspheming rabbis of Judaism. Using 
their agents, the televangelists, the Jews have 
successfully converted these Christians into 
antichrists; and these "Christians" are now totally 
deluded by the false teaching that the Jews are 
"God's chosen people." Thus putting Jewish 
concerns before their Lord and Savior, Jesus 
Christ, modem Christianity has fallen into the 
GREAT APOSTASY. 

The absurdity of this situation is exemplified by 
the fact that the Christian sheeple, who sit in the 
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pews of the Baal-worshipping temples of Judeo- 
Christianity, have allowed all sorts of abomina¬ 
tions into their churches, including homosexuals, 
feminists, voodoo practitioners, wiccans, and 
even Christ-denying blasphemers, such as John 
Hagee, who denies that Jesus is the Messiah and 
who claims that the Jews "have their own path 
to salvation." The Jews hand him the script and 
he preaches it. 

Of course, those who are brainwashed are not 
aware that they are brainwashed, so it is nearly 
impossible to reach these people with facts. They 
believe numerous self- contradictory proposi¬ 
tions, such as "the law has been done away" 
while church attendance is nevertheless manda¬ 
tory, not to mention throwing shekels in the 
collection basket - and don't forget to make your 
donation to the State of Israel! "You won't be 
blessed unless you bless Israel!" According to 
their self-contradictory doctrine, even though 
THE LAW HAS BEEN DONE AWAY WITH, 
YOU STILL HAVE TO BLESS THE JEWS! If 
hypocrisy had legs, it would run to the nearest 
Christian Zionist church! Or, try this one: "You 
can't be a good Christian if you don't go to 
church!" On the contrary, Jesus said, "Go into 
your closet and pray." (Matt. 6:6.) You are much 
more likely to find God in your closet than in a 
denominational church!!!! 

The Christian sheeple nod their heads in glowing 
approval while their Baal priests tell them that 
"God loves everybody" - except for the Palestin¬ 
ian people, who must be bombed into oblivion 
for opposing Zionism. Observe: One minute, 
they are told, "God loves everybody." The next 
minute, they are told, "God hates the Palestini¬ 
ans." (This same type of scorn is reserved for 
"anti-Semites" as well!) Do these sheeple know 
the meaning of the word, contradiction? Are the 
Palestinian people - many of whom are also 
Christians, by the way! - some kind of sub¬ 
human vermin that they do not qualify for God's 
Love? With an olive branch in one hand and a 
bazooka in the other, the Christian Zionists 
flatter themselves by claiming to be "good Chris¬ 
tians." 

If stupidity were a capital offence, all of the 
Christian Zionists would be dangling from trees, 
with nooses around their necks. And the Bible 
clearly tells us that these people have condemned 
themselves for their folly, because they have 
turned their backs on the TRUTH in favour of 


Jewish fables. They claim to be Christians, to 
whom Paul says, "Study to show thyself ap¬ 
proved," while they never actually read their 
Bibles, preferring to let their Baal priests do the 
talking and interpreting, while their Bibles sit on 
their coffee tables and bookshelves, gathering 
dust! 

The ANTICHRIST is leading them around by 
the nose, and they actually think that they are 
doing the work of Christ!!!! 

Jesus Himself spoke of this day, when He said: 

"Yea, the time cometh, that whosoever killeth 
you will think that he doeth God service." - John 
16 : 2 . 

At the Judgment Day, Jesus will ask us what we 
have done for His Kingdom. When the Christian 
Zionists stand before Him on that day, they will 
say, beaming with pride and self-righteousness, 
"We have prophesied in your name!" 

They will not anticipate the crushing response: 
"How many Palestinians did you kill in My 
name?" 

Is it any wonder that atheists look at these people 
and can only shake their heads and say, "What 
hypocrisy!" Modem Christianity, under the 
influence of the Zionists, has become a doctrine 
of devils. 

To be Continued 
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Was Adam The First Man? 
By 

George Udvary 


OST KING JAMES BIBLE 
PREACHERS claim the Good Book 
says Adam was the first man. This is 
not true. However, the scriptures do record that 
Adam was the first white man. (There is more 
on this in the fifth chapter — God's People.) The 
Hebrew word "Awdawm" or Adam translates to 
English as: to flush or turn rosy in the face while 
blushing or upon anger. This characteristic is 
distinctive to white men only. Adam was white 
and so are all of his descendants. 

This is Yahweh's law of genealogy (like-begets- 
like; after its own kind, Gen. 1:21-25), and 
cannot be changed, regardless whether people 
subscribe or reject this fact. 

Recently, miscegenation is 
being condoned and considered 
politically "correct," and this 
generation is unaware of 
Yahweh's strictest demand to 
keep each racial group separate. 

Deliberately disobeying this law 
is deemed an irreversible sin 
and the result of mixing 
bloodlines is passed on to 
subsequent generations. In spite 
of these indisputable facts, men 
have put forth enormous efforts 
to try and prove God wrong. 

Since this law is His law, a white 
couple can never produce a 
black baby, neither can a black couple spawn a 
white infant, unless somewhere in their past 
there is mixed blood. So neither Negroes, nor 
Orientals could have come from the family of 
Adam under any circumstances. 

There are several interpretations of the creation 
or ‘Genesis account,' which seek to explain away 
the dilemma of how, or from where the other 
non-white races could have come. Naturally, 
there are many theories and opinions (some 
worse than others), but there is only one true 
answer to this question. Although the Bible is 
not very generous with words on this subject, 
most of man's philosophy must be based on 
speculation, including ours. Considering that 
the entire creation story, which covers many 


eons, is given to us in only a minimal thirty-one 
verses. Much caution must be used in 
determining what the truth may be. 

Since a gross hyper-sensitivity developed in the 
20th century toward non-white races and Jews, 
most denominational churches try to side-step 
the creation story in order to avoid 
embarrassment and/or legal problems. This has 
resulted in hiding the true facts from Yahweh's 
children, so they can't learn why He gave us free 
will, including the right to discriminate, 
especially when choosing our mates. This cover- 
up is usually accomplished by taking one of the 
following approaches. 

The perpetrator may quickly 
quote Acts 17:26: " And hath 
made of one blood all nations 
of men for to dwell on all the 
face of the earth, and hath 
determined the times before 
appointed, and the bounds of 
their habitation;" But there is a 
problem with this verse in the 
KJV. It contradicts Yahweh's 
word given elsewhere, such as 
Gen. 1:11, 12, 21-25 and 
Genesis 6:20; 7:14 (after his 
kind, whose seed is in itself). All 
these scriptures regard 
everything reproducing "after its own kind." 
The word kind means the type and color, 
otherwise God would have kept them all alike 
to begin with. 

The other problem with Acts 17:26 is that the 
word blood is not found in the original Greek or 
Latin text. See notes in the Emphatic Diaglott of 
the GreekNew Testament, pg 467, at Acts 17:26 
we find "omit the word blood." It is correctly 
rendered in the Ferrar Fenton Bible translated 
from the original Greek that says: "... because 
He (Yahweh) made by one, every race of men to 
dwell upon the whole face of the earth, having 
provided proper methods and guides for their 
research in seeking God." Again, in the 
Rotherham Bible, it is presented: "He (God) of 
one, made every nation of men to dwell upon .all 
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the face of the earth, marking out fitting 
opportunities and the bounds of their dwelling 
place." 

Another way a church may provide answers 
about the differences in races is, as the Catholics 
claim, that all races came from Adam and Eve 
since "God can do anything He wants." Along 
with this they might use the phrase, "There are 
mysteries and secrets in the Bible that man is not 
allowed to know." 

Of course, anyone with reasonable intelligence 
cannot accept such fallacies in avoiding the truth. 
These non-biblical approaches are easy to 
disclaim. While it is true that Yahweh is not 
limited in His power and nothing is impossible 
for Him to accomplish (See Matt. 19:26; Gen. 
18:14, Job 42:2; Jer. 32:17, etc.), He doesn't 
break His own laws. 

Biologically, it is impossible to claim that all 
races could have come from one source, i.e., 
Adam. I here are a few good reasons why: 

Yahweh genetically gave every person 23 pair 
of chromosomes, which determines his racial, 
physical and mental characteristics. The only 
way Adam could be the father to all races is 
if God had made Adam with 23 pairs of 
chromosomes for each of the races; he would 
have had a minimum of 92 pairs to be able to 
produce black, white, red and yellow people. 

The claim they make that we are not allowed to 
know the secrets in the Bible, is also proven false 
by at least a dozen scriptures. Read the following 
two. 

Mat 10:26 "Fear them not therefore: for there is 
nothing covered, that shall not be revealed; and 
hid, that shall not be known." 

Col 1:26 "Even the mystery which hath been hid 
from ages and from generations, but now is made 
manifest to His saints:" (Also see Matt. 11:25, 
13:ll;Mark4:ll,22;Luke8:10,17,Luke 12:2; 
Rom. 16:25,26; 1 John 1:2, 2:27 and others.) 

Keep in mind that there are rational answers for 
the creation of the non-Adamic races, which 
came long before the appearance of Adam or 
Eve. For obvious reasons, these issues have been 
ignored or made very controversial. They are 
considered a "racist" point of view by those who 


are not familiar with the sound doctrine of the 
"Two-seedline" teaching of Israel Identity." Still 
that does not change the truth. This precept also 
known as the "Dual-creation or the 8th day 
creation account," which relies on biblical, 
historical and scientific evidence, along with 
plain common sense. Some people object by 
saying ‘nowhere can this be found in the Bible.' 
Well, if five is followed by six and six by seven, 
why is it wrong to declare that the seventh day 
creation was followed by the eighth? It is sad for 
them to not be able to rightly divide the word of 
truth. 

This latter-days understanding and its Bible- 
based theology has been derived from many 
decades of deep study and the research of many 
godly men who were inspired by the Holy Spirit. 
Those current-day disciples let the Bible 
interpret the scriptures, not special-interest or 
racially-biased contortionists who have well 
mastered the twisting and turning of God's word 
to fit their own personal schemes. 

Those false prophets 
have been known 
throughout the ages 
as dreamers, false 
teachers & prophets, 
false witnesses, 
dumb dogs, liars, 
hypocrites and 
pastors/ministers of 
falsehood can still be 
found today as well. 
The Identity 

movement is no 
exception, where we 
find 10-15 hour lectures preached by a few 
zealots desperately attempting to repudiate the 
"Two-seedline doctrine," only to end up 
admitting that they have nothing else to offer 
than their own opinion and have no proof that 
the concept of the "pre-Adamic" races is in error. 
It is not surprising that in some cases a closer 
observation has revealed that those adversaries 
of the "two seedline" message have mixed blood 
in their own family background. 

It is a remarkable fact that other than in Genesis 
1:27, there is no place in the Bible where the 
creation of the dark and yellow races would fit 
in. However, since their existence is obvious, 
their creation can be found in the first few 
chapters of Genesis— the "book of origin," or 
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"the book of genes." (More on this in the chapter 
of God's people) The Holy Bible is written 
explicitly to, for, and about the race of Adam. 
Whenever other races of people are mentioned, 
it is for the historical record or to display their 
nefarious examples. Please keep in mind, that 
other races, with whom Christians have nothing 
in common, have their own bible-like literature 
as well. The Jews have their Talmud-Torah and 
Kabala, Islam has the Koran and Hadith, Hindus 
have the Vedas-Samhita-Brahmans and the 
Negroes have Voodoo. 

It is unscriptural and 
intellectually dishonest to 
advocate the fallacies of 
equality and world 
brotherhood as being the 
word of God. This is 
usually based on the 
forgeries in the KJV of 
John 3:16 and Acts 
17:26. (For a testimonial 
see John 8:23; James 4:4; 

1 John 2:15, and others). 

The main reason the correct understanding of the 
creation account is so vitally important is that 
this determines whether the correct interpretation 
is established for the rest of the Bible. If one gets 
the beginning wrong then the ending will also 
be incorrect. The following are a few more 
problems that play a significant role in causing 
confusion or misunderstanding about the origin 
of the non-Adamic races. 

The original scriptures are no longer 
available for reference. We believe that this 
was conspiratorially-arranged throughout 
the ages. 

Most translators and scribes of the Bible 
were Jewish (x this ties in closely with the 
first statement). 

The lack of recognized and accredited 
non-Jewish research scholars and those that 
do exist may have only limited knowledge 
in Hebrew and Greek. 

The acceptance of the KJV version as being 
"the inerrant word— (completely without 
error) of God." 

The unquestioned acceptance of Strong's 
Concordance as the authoritative source of 


choice for numbering words that are used 
in the KJV. 

The scarcity of non-censored, non- 
Judeo/Christian studies, and the virtual 
censorship of "Israel Identity" material by the 
Jewish-controlled publishing industry. 

The fact that most people, even some scholars, 
don't realize that the wrong interpretation of the 
first few chapters of Genesis is responsible for 
most atheistic, evolutionary, and agnostic beliefs 
in this world. In search for the truth and scholarly 
answers, concentration must be focused on these 
irrefutable facts: 

The six-day creation was 
not six- 24 hour cycles, 
but six equal time periods 
or ages (Heb. yowm). 

The laws of the Creator 
were established in the 
very beginning, that only 
"like kind" (in other 
words— male and female 
of the same race) can beget "like kind" 
(others are considered mingled) 

The creation of animals and humans took 
place on the sixth day/age and it was a 
simultaneous creation of both sexes (for both 
animals and humans). This was an obvious 
need to obey God's command to be fruitful 
and multiply. 

All sixth day creations are recorded in past 
tense as completed events and 
chronologically followed by the 7th day/age 
for a rest after the creation. 

A grave error was made by the translators by not 
starting the second chapter with the fourth verse 
because God's seventh day of rest ended in verse 
3, as a completed event for the first phase of 
creation. 

Only after these seven ages or cycles did 
Yahweh continue with His work to crown His 
creation by putting His own seed on earth in the 
flesh. This was for His own purpose— to rule[ 1 ] 
His "antecedent" (prior) creation.' Since Yahweh 
is the ruler of the universe, He made His own 
seed the rulers of this world. This was a position 
He originally assigned to Lucifer until he was 
cast down to earth for his rebellion against God 
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in a power-straggle prior to Adam's appearance 
(see Isa. 14:12-21 and Rev. 12:7-9). This is why 
Yahweh formed Adam and breathed the spirit of 
life into him. 

Adam was brought into this world in a different 
way than the other races, who were created in 
the first chapter. He was formed from the "dust 
of the ground," not created. He was also alone 
without a mate when Yahweh commissioned 
him to name the animals as his first work here 
on earth (Gen. 2:18). Then Adam found there 
was no suitable mate amongst the other humans 
for himself (verse 20). 

We must pause for a moment here to raise a 
few important questions 
that were not asked before: 

Why did God make the statement: "it is not good 
for a man to be alone" (Gen. 2:18) when He had 
already created male and female beings twenty- 
two verses before? The first 
chapter male and were already 
multiplying and had dominion over 
fowl, beasts, and every living thing. 

Why was Adam commissioned to 
name all animals and fowl before 
he had a mate? Do you suppose 
Yahweh wanted him to realize that 
although everything else had other 
creatures that looked alike, Adam 
was unable to find a suitable 
helpmate. Since he was in the 
garden alone, he was able to see 
females outside the perimeter, but 
they looked different from him. 

(They were of other races.) 

It was only after this that Adam 
was put into a deep sleep by 
Yahweh to make the woman 
(ishshah Heb., but not the Hebrew word 
neqebah, meaning female) from Adam's flesh 
and bone for his mate. So Yahweh’s law 
prevailed, she was a like-kind. A less-important 
note here: it is a biblical fact that neither Adam 
nor Eve were ever infants, in spite that all 
portraits picture them with a navel, suggesting 
an umbilical cord, a sign of separation of the 
infant from the mother in a normal birth. 

It should be clear that the popular and widely- 
accepted version of the creation account is false 


and in serious error. The reason for its popularity 
is obvious. It advocates no difference between 
the creation of the different races— the first 
chapter "man," and the "Adam man" or son of 
God, placed on earth by Yahweh in the second 
chapter. The reasoning behind the confusion here 
is based primarily on the numbering system used 
by Strong's Concordance. It must be 
understood that his dictionary is not the word 
of God but only Mr. Strong's. His problematic 
position and numbering arrangements are based 
solely on his personal conviction and 
understanding—period. The result of such a 
horrendous mistake (whether intentional or not) 
is responsible for the centuries-long mixing of 
races, now being accepted worldwide as 
"normal." 

The mistake we refer to here that has created 
such colossal confusion is that Mr. Strong 
mistakenly assigned the same number #120 to 
the first chapter creation of "man," as he did to 
the second chapter's “Adam." — 
When you study the word Adam 
in the reference column of Strong's 
Concordance at Gen. 2: 23, the 
number #120 is present. However, 
going to the end of the same 
sentence, the word "man" also 
refers to Adam but shows an 
incorrect reference number - #376. 
("And Adam said, This is now 
bone of my bones, and flesh of my 
flesh: she shall be called Woman, 
because she was taken out of 
Man.") 

This suggests the one-seedliner's 
dream is correct, — that all races 
have the same origin and we all 
come from Adam. That means he 
and his mate Eve and their 
descendants have the same DNA 
as Blacks and, Chinese, etc... This number is 
used throughout the scriptures to ID the 
descendants of Seth, especially Enosh (#583 that 
refers back to #582, which says— "a mortal" and 
thus differing from the more dignified #120). In 
some cases it may include the twelve sons of 
Jacob as in Exodus 1:1-6 and others, but not 
elusively to all Israelites. 

But this isn't the only fact that has been ignored. 
Take the single English word ‘man’. There are 
fifteen Hebrew and twelve Greek words listed 
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in the Strong's Concordance for "man." In 
dozens of scriptures we may add the English 
word man, but reading the Hebrew or Greek text 
where the word is more closely stipulated, we 
might find two different kinds of man in the 
same verse or even sentence, (Read Lev. 27:28; 
1 Sam. 14:52 King 8:38; Job 11:12 andPsa 8:4, 
along with others). These examples clearly 
illustrate there is a difference in the application 
of the word man in the scriptures. In each of 
these cases, the word man can either have #376 
or #582 assigned to it (i.e., Enosh man) and 
another may be #120 — Adam man. 

Mr. Strong created quite a mess with his 
numbering system throughout the chapters of 
Genesis. We find that the word Adam is not 
mentioned the first time in chapter two and verse 
seven when he was formed by Yahweh, but verse 
fifteen has a correction note in the center 
column of most Bibles, replacing the word man 
with the word Adam, (although the note should 
have been at verse seven). There is no room for 
argument about the theological correctness of 
this statement, since it was chronologically the 
proper time recorded for Yahweh's act in 
forming Adam. 

But this problem doesn't end here. 

Since the number 120 was correctly 
assigned to Adam, why did Mr. 

Strong assign number #376 
incorrectly to him in the same 
chapter 2:23 just 8 verses later. If 
he managed to assign different 
numbers for Adam in the second 
Chapter of Genesis, why then 
couldn't he do it for the first chapter 
man? 

When you study the word "Adam" 
in Gen. 2: 23 in the reference column 
of Strong's, the number #120 will be there, as it 
should. However, going to the word "man" in 
the same verse (also referring to Adam), shows 
the incorrect number — #376. That number #376 
is used later in hundreds of places in the Bible, 
mostly for the descendants of Seth, namely 
Enosh or people in his bloodline as "enosh man", 
including the twelve sons of Jacob as in Exodus 
1:1-6 and many more people, but not exclusively 
to all Israelites. So specifically, what is my 
point? It is that all pure blooded men in Adam's 
lineage, at least in the first few chapters of 
creation should bear the same ID number— 120. 


Since this is not the case, it begs the question 
why in the world Mr. Strong didn't find a 
separate number for the "man" created in the first 
chapter, an eon before Adam was ever 
mentioned? (An eon is an age, an unspecified 
number of years-possibly even a million or 
more). For this reason, to put the appearance of 
Adam in the second chapter, and call it an 
extension to the creation of the first chapter man 
(separated by the Seventh rest period eon), is 
intellectually dishonest and untrue, arising from 
the above described fundamental error, 
negatively affecting billions of people from the 
inception of the first Bible. 

Again, in many places where the Bible refers to 
the creation account (pertaining to Adam) as a 
continuation of the pre-adamic races in the first 
chapter to the formation of Adam as a spirit man 
that God performed in the second. There are 
examples in Gen. 2:5, 2:7, 8, 15, 15, 18, 23; 
Deut. 4:32; Job 5:7; Judges 16:7; Isa 5:15; Jer. 
2:6, 49:33; Ezk 8:12 and hundreds of other 
places throughout the King James Bible. All 
these conclusively establish that the first and 
second chapter of the creation account does not 
tell the same story, but puts a difference in the 
origin of the respective races between the 
Adamic and "pre-Adamic" 
bloodlines (See notes in the Dake 
Bible on Genesis, at pg. 54 O.T.) 

Those who advocate, either 
knowingly or in error, ignoring the 
plurality and simultaneous 
creation of both sexes in past tense, 
mentioned in chapter one of 
Genesis, are guilty of fraud. They 
erroneously interpret or are against 
the entire tenor of the Bible and are 
ultimately responsible for the sins 
of miscegenation (race mixing) by 
the children of Yahweh. Equating the two 
different creations is irresponsible and has aptly 
served the forces of darkness since Adam and 
Eve were brought to this earth. 

One cannot drag Adam back to the first chapter 
across the seventh day (of rest) to be formed. 
Neither can God's created races be brought 
across the seventh day rest into another "yowm" 
(age) to insinuate they are from Adam— the first 
human on earth. This can't be done. Logic tells 
us all this is unnecessary because Yahweh would 
have stated it if it were true. But, since a very 
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special event was about to happen, the birth of 
the "son of God," or the formation of the first 
Adam (Luke 3:38, 1 Cor. 15:22,45; 1 Tim. 2:13 
and fourteen verses later, his wife Eve), this topic 
must be resolved for the sake of Israel. 

It is evident from these passages and from 
numerous other chapters in the Bible that not 
every person in this world is of Yahweh's seed. 

There are several different categories. 

To be continued 
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King Charles I - How The Jews Bought Britain 
(How Parliament usurped legitimate power) 


1630 


Ray Smyth 



K ING CHARLES I is presented with 
the Charter for the Bank of England. 
He refuses to sign it as he is aware that 
the idea comes from the Jews of Amsterdam. 
The Jews have been expelled from England for 
coin snipping, ritual murder and money lending 
By Edward I. Coin snipping is the act of cutting 


off the outer edge of gold or silver coins. This 
pursuit engenders the milled edged coin we 
know today. Charles is aware that a Jewish run 
Bank of England would charge interest and that 
activity would ruin the country. 

Cromwell’s Contracts 

Oliver Cromwell contracts with Dutch Jews to 
finance an army to drive Charles I out of Britain. 
He agrees to allow Jews in to England and uses 
their money to form his new model army under 
the parliamentary general Thomas Fairfax. 

JEWISH BANKERS FROM AMSTERDAM 

Led by the Jewish financier and army contractor 
of Cromwell’s New Model Army, Fernandez 
Carvajal and assisted by Portuguese Ambassa¬ 
dor De Souza, a Marano (secret Jew), saw an 
opportunity to exploit the civil unrest led by 
Oliver Cromwell in 1643. 

A stable Christian society of ancient traditions 
binding the Monarchy, Church, State, nobles and 
people into one solemn bond was disrupted by 
Calvin’s Protestant uprising. The Jews of 
Amsterdam exploited this civil unrest and made 
their move. They contacted Oliver Cromwell in 
a series of letters: 

Cromwell To Ebenezer Pratt of the Mulheim 
Synagogue in Amsterdam, 16th June 1647: 
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— “In return forfinancial support will advocate 
admission of Jews to England: This however 
impossible while Charles living. Charles cannot 
be executed without trial, adequate grounds for 
which do not at present exist. Therefore advise 
that Charles be assassinated, but will have 
nothing to do with arrangements for procuring 
an assassin, though willing to help in his es¬ 
cape. ” — 

To Oliver Cromwell From Ebenezer Pratt, 
12th July 1647: 

— “Will grant financial aid as soon as Charles 
removed and Jews admitted. Assassination too 
dangerous. Charles shall be given opportunity 
to escape: His recapture will make trial and 
execution possible. The support will be liberal, 
but useless to discuss terms until trial commenc- 

tt 

es. — 

Cromwell had car¬ 
ried out the orders of 
the Jewish finan¬ 
ciers and beheaded, 

King Charles I on 
January 30 1649. 

Beginning in 1655, 

Cromwell, through 
his alliance with the 
Jewish bankers of 
Amsterdam and specifically with Manasseh Ben 
Israel and his brother-in-law, David Abravanel 
Dormido, initiated the resettlement of the Jews 
in England. 

1649 

Oliver Cromwell obtains backing from the 
British parliament for the execution of King 
Charles I on a charge of treason. Afterwards, 
Cromwell permits the Jews to enter England 
again, but does not reverse the Edict of 
Expulsion issued by King Edward I in 1290, 
which expelled all Jews forever from England 
and made the provision that any who remained 
after November 1st 1290, were to be executed. 

The results of this action and the horrors they 
released were much the same as those in France 
where the insurrectionists there became regicides 
also. 1 Peter 2:17 “Honour all men. Love the 
brotherhood. Fear God. Honour the king. ” 

JEWS GET THEIR CENTRAL BANK OF 
ENGLAND 

WILLIAM STADHOLDER, a Dutch army 
careerist, was a handsome chap with money 


problems. The Jews saw another opportunity and 
through their influence arranged for William’s 
elevation to Captain General of the Dutch 
Forces. The next step up the ladder for William 
was his elevation by the Jews to the aristocratic 
title of William, Prince of Orange. 

The Jews then arranged a meeting between 
William and Mary, the eldest daughter of the 
Duke of York. The Duke was only one place 
removed from becoming King of England. In 
1677 Princess Mary of England married William 
Prince of Orange. 

To place William upon the throne of England it 
was necessary to get rid of both Charles II and 
the Duke of York who was slated to become 
James II of the Stuarts. It is important to note 
that none of the Stuarts would grant a charter for 

an English national 
bank. That is why 
murder, civil war, 
and religious 
conflicts plagued 
their reigns by the 
Jewish bankers. 

In 1685, King 
Charles II died and 
the Duke of York 
became King 
James II of England. In 1688 the Jews ordered 
William Prince of Orange to land in England at 
Torbay. Because of an ongoing Campaign of 
L’lnfamie against King James II contrived by 
the Jews, he abdicated and fled to France. 
William of Orange and Mary were proclaimed 
King and Queen of England. 

The new King William III soon got England 
involved in costly wars against Catholic France 
which put England deep into debt. Here was the 
Jewish bankers’ chance to collect. So King 
William, under orders from the Elders of Zion 
in Amsterdam, persuaded the British Treasury 
to borrow 1.25 million pounds sterling from the 
Jewish bankers who had helped him to the 
throne. 

Since the state’s debts had risen dramatically, 
the government had no choice but to accept. But 
there were conditions attached: The names of the 
lenders were to be kept secret and that they be 
granted a Charter to establish a Central Bank of 
England. Parliament accepted and the Jewish 
bankers sunk their tentacles into Great Britain. 
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King Charles I’s Speech at his Trial 
January, 1649 

I would know by what power I am called hither 
... I would know by what authority, I mean 
lawful; there are many unlawful authorities in 
the world; thieves and robbers by the high-ways 
... Remember, I am your King, your lawful King, 
and what sins you bring upon your heads, and 
the judgement of God upon this land. Think well 
upon it, I say, think well upon it, before you go 
further from one sin to a greater... I have a trust 
committed to me by God, by old and lawful 
descent, I will not betray it, to answer a new 
unlawful authority; therefore resolve me that, 
and you shall hear more of me. 

I do stand more for the 
liberty of my people, than 
any here that come to be 
my pretended judges ... I 
do not come here as 
submitting to the Court. I 
will stand as much for the 
privilege of the House of 
Commons, rightly 

understood, as any man 
here whatsoever: I see no 
House of Lords here, that may constitute a 
Parliament ... Let me see a legal authority 
warranted by the Word of God, the Scriptures, 
or warranted by the constitutions of the 
Kingdom, and I will answer. 

It is not a slight thing you are about. I am sworn 
to keep the peace, by that duty I owe to God and 
my country; and I will do it to the last breath of 
my body. And therefore ye shall do well to 
satisfy, first, God, and then the country, by what 
authority you do it. If you do it by an usurped 
authority, you cannot answer it; there is a God 
in Heaven, that will call you, and all that give 
you power, to account. 

If it were only my own particular case, I would 
have satisfied myself with the protestation I 
made the last time I was here, against the legality 
of the Court, and that a King cannot be tried by 
any superior jurisdiction on earth: but it is not 
my case alone, it is the freedom and the liberty 
of the people of England; and do you pretend 
what you will, I stand more for their liberties. 
For if power without law, may make laws, may 
alter the fundamental laws of the Kingdom, I do 
not know what subject he is in England that can 


be sure of his life, or any thing that he calls his 
own. 

I do not know the forms of law; I do know law 
and reason, though I am no lawyer professed: 
but I know as much law as any gentleman in 
England, and therefore, under favour, I do plead 
for the liberties of the people of England more 
than you do; and therefore if I should impose a 
belief upon any man without reasons given for 
it, it were unreasonable ... The Commons of 
England was never a Court of Judicature; I 
would know how they came to be so. 

It was the liberty, freedom, and laws of the 
subject that ever I took - defended myself with 
arms. I never took up arms against the people, 
but for the laws ... For the 
charge, I value it not a 
rush. It is the liberty of the 
people of England that I 
stand for. For me to 
acknowledge a new Court 
that I never heard of 
before, I that am your 
King, that should be an 
example to all the people 
of England, for to uphold 
justice, to maintain the old 
laws, indeed I do not know 

how to do it. 

This many-a-day all things have been taken away 
from me, but that that I call more dear to me than 
my life, which is my conscience, and my honour: 
and if I had a respect to my life more than the 
peace of the Kingdom, and the liberty of the 
subject, certainly I should have made a particular 
defence for my self; for by that at leastwise I 
might have delayed an ugly sentence, which I 
believe will pass upon me ... Now, sir, I conceive 
that an hasty sentence once passed, may sooner 
be repented of than recalled: and truly, the 
self-same desire that I have for the peace of the 
Kingdom, and the liberty of the subject, more 
than my own particular ends, makes me now at 
lest desire, before sentence be given, that I may 
be heard... before the Lords and Commons ... If 
I cannot get this liberty, I do protest, that these 
fair shows of liberty and peace are pure shows 
and that you will not hear your King." 

Judge Bradshaw’s Response 

There is a contract and a bargain made between 
the King and his people, and your oath is taken: 
and certainly, Sir, the bond is reciprocal; for as 
you are the liege lord, so they liege subjects ... 



(Page 18) 





This we know, the one tie, the one bond, is the 
bond of protection that is due from the sovereign; 
the other is the bond of subjection that is due 
from the subject. Sir, if this bond be once broken, 
farewell sovereignty! ... These things may not 
be denied, Sir ... Whether you have been, as by 
your office you ought to be, a protector of 
England, or the destroyer of England, let all 
England judge, or all the world, that hath looked 


upon it ... You disavow us as a Court; and 
therefore for you to address yourself to us, not 
acknowledging us as a Court to judge of what 
you say, it is not to be permitted. And the truth 
is, all along, from the first time you were pleased 
to disavow and disown us, the Court needed not 
to have heard you one word. 

The End OS22971 


Bible Mysteries 

John Trotter - Winmalee, Australia 




IO enquire 
into the 
secrets or 
mysteries that are 
mentioned in the 
Bible would require 
many pages. It is not 
the purpose of this 
article to search out 
the meanings of these 
secrets. I will be only 
highlighting a few 
thoughts on the 
matter. To understand these 
mysteries would require of God to give us a 
spade to dig and eventually find the treasure in 
the field (Matthew 13:44). Whilst preparing this 
article I found near to 20 mysteries. 

The first mention of a mystery refers to 
Nebuchadnezzar the king of Babylon and the last 
time that this word is used is in regards to the 
fall of Babylon (Revelation 17). In between we 
have mysteries relating to the Kingdom of God, 
Israel's blindness, the Deity of Christ, the elect, 
iniquity, the Gospel to the nations, and finally 
the changing of the body in the twinkling of an 
eye. 

As seen from Strong's Concordance the word 
"secret" has a number of meanings. For the 
purpose of this article I will be only using the 
word "secret" as used in Daniel. The number in 
Strong's is 7328 and it means attenuate (to make 
slender) i.e. hide, a mystery or secret. It is only 
in Daniel that this Hebrew word is used and it is 
the equivalent of the Greek word for "mystery" 
as used in the New Testament. The Greek word 
is the number 3466 and there is only one 
meaning, the word “mystery". 


It is my opinion that these mysteries primarily 
relate to Israel. For example the preaching of the 
Kingdom message was to be taken to the "lost 
sheep of the House of Israel". Jesus gave this 
instruction to the disciples in Matthew 10:5-7. 
It is generally overlooked that the disciples were 
not to go to those nations who did not make up 
the Israel nations. 

This instruction was so specific that they were 
not to go to the Samaritans in the cities. Why the 
cities? Could they go to the Samaritans in the 
countryside? This would take another article. I 
would like to point out here that I am not 
referring to the generic term Gospel of Salvation 
which is not identical with the Gospel or, good 
news of the Kingdom message. The faith of the 
centurion and the woman from Canaan shows 
the good news was not just for Israel (Matthew 
8 and 15. Read also Matthew 8:11-12). 

Whilst it is true that God reveals the deep and 
secret things (Daniel 2:22), He does make known 
certain revelations only in accordance to those 
who He chooses (John 15:15-16). The 
underlying thought in Amos 3:7 is that the 
disclosed secret is to an assembly of the chosen. 
The following verses show that the revealing of 
His mysteries take place at the time that God 
appoints: Matthew 13:17, Romans 16;25,26 , I 
Corinthians 2:7, 8, Ephesians 3: 4,5, 8-12, 
Colossians 1:26,2 Timothy 1:10,11, Titus 1:1-3, 
and 1 Peter 1:10-12. In passing it is of interest 
that the definite article "the" appears in a number 
of translations of Romans 16; 26. In Strong's 
Concordance the number for nations is 1484 and 
it can mean tribes. 

It is a well-established fact that there were many 
Israelites living in those areas where the writings 
of Paul were sent. These tribes had become 
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heathen in their beliefs and it was for this reason 
that the Gospel of the Kingdom was sent to them. 
They had to be reminded of their inheritance 
which came as a result of the faithfulness of 
Abraham. In the light of these thoughts refer to 
John 7:35 especially when the word gentile here 
means “Hellen". 

It might come as a surprise to some that Christ 
did not assume that all those He spoke to were 
meant to understand the mysteries. This is 
clearly stated in Matthew 7:6 and 13:10-11. In 
Matthew 13:14-16 we have a cross reference to 
Isaiah 6:9-10. When you read these verses it will 
become obvious that they are referring to the 
Southern House when Uzziah was king. In 
Matthew 10:14 we are requested to shake the 
dust from off our feet under the conditions 
mentioned in this verse. See Acts 18:6. Who are 
the Gentiles or nations mentioned in this verse? 

Is it possible that the Sovereignty of God has 
taken into consideration the fact that not all are 
to understand the mysteries? Both Light and 
Darkness play a part in God's plan for He has 
created both (Isaiah 45:7). The good and evil that 
flowed from that Tree in the Garden of Eden has 
also been a valuable part of God's plan for His 
creation. Evil people can unknowingly help carry 
out God's plan: 

What a mystery! 

The Sovereignty of God and the revelation of 
His mysteries are not only interconnected but 
are also very much part of God's election plan. 
This is surely seen in Romans 9:11-16. Not only 
does God show mercy to whom He wishes but 
He reveals His mysteries to whom He chooses. 
If God finds a need in His plan to blind a nation 
or an individual that is His right. Read Exodus 
33:19, John 12:40 and Romans 9:15-16. 

Whilst all the Bible mysteries have their own 
relevance and importance I will conclude this 
article with the mystery of "His Will", as 
expressed in Ephesians chapter 1. In this short 
Epistle there are mentioned 5 mysteries. Verses 
5,9 and 11 of chapter 1 mention the Will of God. 
It is my view that when you cross reference 
words like adoption, predestination and 
inheritance to other verses I believe that Paul is 
writing this letter to none other than the "lost 
children of the House of Israel". This theme is 
continued throughout the New Testament 


especially as seen in James 1:1 where it says, "to 
the twelve tribes which are scattered abroad 
greeting". 

These verses in Ephesians 1 encapsulate the 
entire Will of God as regards His creation. Israel 
is at the core of this Will or intention of God. 
This is shown in Isaiah 2:2-4 and 11:9. There are 
many other verses showing the conclusive fact 
that true Israel is necessary in His plan to bring 
about "all things in Christ" (Ephesians 
1:10). Even during this time of increasing decay 
I see God's hand preparing a people who will be 
chosen to rule with Him in His Kingdom on this 
earth. This is to do with the mystery of 
"election". We need not worry for all those who 
have not heard of the Gospel of Salvation or of 
the Gospel of the Kingdom for His mercy, justice 
and love will be the criteria by which He does 
the choosing. 

1 urge you to study word by word the Will of 
God as stated in the first chapter of Ephesians. ( 

2 Timothy 2:15). For a deeper understanding 
please cross reference all these verses with other 
sections of the Bible. One of the best books I 
have, to help me in this regard is "The Treasury 
of Scripture Knowledge"by Dr. R.A. Torrey. 
Please obtain a copy as this book will open up 
the Scriptures and show that both Testaments are 
intertwined. The Bible will become more of a 
living history, for it is our history. John T. of 
Winmalee 


The End OS2297 


A Talk With Pastor Alan Campbell 



Listen in to Pastor Alan Campbell on 
Eurofolk Radio. 


Last Sunday of the month at 4.30pm 
Check schedule by clicking 
HERE 
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Incredible Legal Remedy To Get Any Case Dismissed 

In Court 

From Our Midland Correspondent 



GOVERNMENT whom created it. I repeat 
owned by the GOVERNMENT. 

Legally, we are considered to be a FICTION, a 
concept or idea expressed as a NAME, a symbol. 
That LEGAL PERSON has no consciousness; it 
is a juristic PERSON, ENS LEGIS, a 
NAME/word written on a piece of paper. 


Cestui Que Vie Act 1666 


1666 CHAPTER 11 18 and 19 Cha 2 

What is a "Ces tui Qui Trust " (pronounce set-a- 
kay) and why should you care? 

In 1666, in London, during the black plague, and 
great fires of London, Parliament enacted an act, 
behind closed doors, called Cestui Que Vie Act 
1666. (Click HERE for details) 

The act being debated the Cestui Qui act was to 
subrogate the rights of men and women, meaning 
all men and women were declared dead, lost at 
sea/beyond the sea. (back then operating in 
admiralty law, the law of the sea, so lost at sea). 

The state (of London) took custody of everybody 
and their property into a trust, the state became 
the trustee/husband holding all titles to the 
people and property, until a living man comes 
back to reclaim those titles and can also claim 
damages. (Reclaim using UCC 1 and PPSA) 

The rule of the use of CAPITAL LETTERS used 
in a NAME: when CAPITAL letters re used 
anywhere in a NAME this always refers to a 
LEGAL ENTITY/FICTION, COMPANY or 
CORPORATION no exceptions. 

e.g. John DOE or Doe: JANE (PASSPORT, 
DRIVER LICENSE, MARRIAGE 
CERTIFICATE and BIRTH CERTIFICATE) 

CEST TUI QUE TRUST: (pronounced setakay) 
common term in NEW ZEALAND and 
AUSTRALIA or STRAWMAN common term 
in USA or CANADA is a LEGAL 
ENTITY/FICTION created and owned by the 


This traces back to 1666, London is a state, just 
like Vatican is a state, just like Washington DC 
is a state. The Crown is an unincorporated 
association. Why unincorporated, its private, the 
temple bar is in London, every lawyer called to 
the "bar" swears allegiance to the temple bar. 
You can't get called, without swearing this 
allegiance. The Crown already owns North 
America and everything in it. 

Your only way out is to reclaim your dead entity 
(strawman) that the Crown created, become the 
trustee of the cest tui qui trust and remove 
yourself from the admiralty law that holds you 
in custody. 

The subrogation of your rights 

When London burned the subrogation of men's 
and women's rights occurred. 

The responsible act passed... CQV act 1666 
meant all men and women of UK were declared 
dead and lost beyond the seas. The state took 
everybody and everybody's property into trust. 
The state takes control until a living man or 
woman comes back and claims their titles by 
proving they are alive and claims for damages 
can be made. 

This is why you always need representation 
when involved in legal matters, because you're 
dead. The legal fiction is a construct on paper, 
an estate in trust. When you get a bill or 
summons from court it is always in capital 
letters, similar to tomb stones in grave yards. 
Capital letters signify death. They are writing 
to the dead legal fiction. A legal fiction was 
created when someone informed the government 
that there was a new vessel in town, based upon 
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your birth. Birth certificates are issued at birth, 
just as ships are given berth certificates. 



Your mother has a birth canal, just like a ship. 
All this information relates to how the general 
public are still legally tied. Through admiralty 
law, through this ancient legal construct we can 
be easily controlled. Learning about your legal 
fiction helps you to unlock yourself. Otherwise 
you are just a vessel floating on the sea of 
commerce. It is possible to be free from 
financial stress and debt. 

Parents are tricked into registering the birth of 
their babies. In about 1837 the Births, Deaths 
and Marriages act was formed in UK and the 
post of registrar general was established. His job 
was to collect all the data from the churches 
which held the records of birth. 

Regis - from queen or crown. All people are 
seen to be in custody of," The Crown". This 
allows people to function in commerce and to 
accept the benefits provided by state. 

So we are in custody. Worldwide - under the 
IMF the majority of people are fed, sheltered and 
provided for, however now it is the system that 
is benefitting while many are suffering, are 
poorly fed, housed and water is contaminated. 
Many people are now getting sick and dying as 
a result - not to mention that as people evolve, 
they now seek to be independent of any system 
that seeks to control or oppress and harms the 
earth that this is all taking place on. 

We have legally elected representatives. We 
have to understand who we are as men and 
women and how we can relate in the system. 

The City of London is a centre for markets, 
where merchants work. Then there is mercantile 
law. It comes from Admiralty. Look at the 
symbols in the City of London that relate to 
Admiralty. 


Our national banks are not our banks. The 
private shareholders from the private banks own 
the banks. It is all private, not public as we are 
led to believe. "OF" also means "without", eg. 
The bank without England. Private banks issue 
private currency. 

With WWI a change happened where money was 
not backed by gold or silver anymore, it is now 
based on peoples labour. People are now 
pledged to the IMF as the surety to pay back the 
creditors in the global bankruptcy. Men and 
women are not bankrupt, they are the only source 
of credit. The public is bankrupt. 

Regarding the currency that gets issued at the 
Bank of England, people are the gold or the 
treasure. The government issues bonds or 
treasury bills that are bought by investors. The 
money goes back into the economy in order to 
pay for the people to build things, e.g. an 
Olympic Stadium. However, the people are 
paying taxes for the privilege of using someone 
else's currency and paying back the principal and 
the interest on the original loan that was given 
against the treasury bonds, bills and notes. It is 
a private corporation that will own the Olympic 
stadium, be responsible for running it, be able to 
sell commercial rights, yet the people are 
actually the ones who own it and should be 
profiting from it. However, principal and 
interest is coming through the people in order to 
raise the money. 

So where you have commerce and money, you 
also have "justice". You need to understand the 
bankruptcy before you can understand the 
judiciary. You need to accept the bankruptcy. 
We have accepted the claim to accept the 
summons. There is an obligation to accept any 
liability which has been created. All you can do 
is accept the bankruptcy. We are operating in 
admiralty. A not guilty plea dishonours the 
bankruptcy. The strawman, aka legal fiction is 
always guilty. It needs to be accepted for value. 
Barristers and solicitors make a living out of 
creating controversy. By creating a controversy 
you become liable for the case. 

Honour and dishonour. To remain in honour you 
have to accept a claim and settle it. Then you 
add conditions. I accept on proof of claim and 
proof of loss. This gives the liability back to 
them. The legal fiction is always guilty. Only 
in the high courts, can the real man or woman 
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appear. Games are played on courts; hence the 
name court is a game with actors (acting on 
acts). It has to be treated as a game and just 
business. 

Court room dramas are misinformation. In the 
public, we are operating in bankruptcy and you 
receive benefits. It takes a lot of time, effort and 
study to use these tools. You have to be prepared 
to go fully through the process, get the right tool 
out of your toolbox at the right time. People 
need to learn how to act as creditors. 

In summary... 

Money is backed by labour. 

We cannot exchange it fairly for 
gold or silver. 

Capitalisation of "name" means a 
dead entity, a legal fiction. 

Know who you are, you are not 
your strawman or dead fictitious 
entity. 

Learn how to become a creditor in 
commerce. 

IMPORTANT... Check out these links for 
valuable information on CQV Trust and 
knowing who you are... 

Click HERE - Link 1 

Click HERE - Link 2 

All the best with this!!! Contact us for more 
information about what we are discovering - 
sincere inquiries by men and women who are 
committed to the road of a Sui Juris. 

Winston Shrout addresses Cestui Qui Act/Trust 
An intro into the ideas of how your (entity, 
strawman, all caps name) was created. In 1666 
an act of parliament created during the black 
plague, and great fires of London, behind closed 
doors, was called Cestui Que Vie Act 1666 you 
can read the act here: 

The act being debated was the Cestui Qui act 
which was to subrogate the rights of men and 
women, meaning all men and women were 
declared dead, lost at sea/beyond the sea. This 
was done during a crisis. The state took custody 
of everybody and their property into a trust, the 
Cestui Qui trust, the state became the 
trustee/husband holding all titles to the people 


and property, until a living man comes back to 
reclaim those titles and can also claim damages. 

The Cestui Qui act or Trust created is an ALL- 
CAPITALIZED NAME, a 'dead entity' who had 
all his belongings put into a trust. This act still 
exists, and this trust still exists. 

This is how it started. The videos by Winston 
Shrout, Irene Gravenhorst, Jordan Maxwell, 
ACriticalState, all speak about this subject. The 
basis of how bankers use the law to hijack an 
all-caps name that you didn't even know existed 
is briefly touch on in this 5 min video. 

The intention is to give you a peek at the ideas 
from freedom based videos. If you were bom on 
earth, if you have a birth certificate, this applies 
to you. The only way to claim your trust and get 
free from admiralty law, is to understand who 
you really are, and that admiralty law does not 
apply to you, but in order to get free you must 
do some homework, file forms and know how 
commerce applies to you. 


COURT: Who’s Who and What to Say: 

by Eoghan in Tir na Saor - Top Discussions 
View Discussions 



My position on going to court has always been: 
never voluntarily go to court. Live men and 
women are not meant to be in any place designed 
solely for the business of fictional entities. When 
we attend court, we are deemed dead, in fact, 
they cannot deal with us until we admit to being 
dead—a legal fiction—a trust. Court is for titled 
persons: judge, prosecutor, defendant, bailiffs, 
cops, and attorneys. Live men and women are 
not recognized, so it makes sense to send in a 
dead person—an attorney—to handle our cases- 
-except for one thing: they do not know how the 
system works, due to their indoctrination. If you 
can find one to do as you say, then you will 
prevail, but most of them would rather hang onto 
their BAR cards than behave honourably. The 
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only thing that dead, 
fictional entities want 
from us is our life 
energy, and the only 
way they can get it is 
by our agreement. 
Without us, they 
cannot function, so, 
they are desperate to 
get us into court, to have us pay the debt which 
they created by charging the trust. 

Since common law courts no longer exist, we 
know that the case never has anything to do with 
“facts” or live men and women and so, anyone 
who testifies (talks about the facts of the case) 
is doomed. ALL courts operate in trust law, 
based upon ecclesiastical canon law— ritualism, 
superstition, satanism, etc.—which manifests as 
insidious, commercial law and we are in court 
to take the hit, if they can get us to do so. They 
use every trick in the book—intimidation, fear, 
threat, ridicule, rage, and even recesses, in order 
to change the jurisdiction, when they know they 
are losing, in order to make us admit that we are 
the name of the trust. When we do so, we are 
deemed to be the trustee—the one liable for 
administering the trust. Ergo, until now, it has 
been a waste of our time, energy, and emotion 
to go to a place where it is almost certain that we 
will be stuck with the liability. 

We all know from our indoctrination, 
programming, and schooling that judges are 
impartial and have sworn an oath to this effect. 
This means he must not favour either plaintiff or 
defendant. But, our experience reveals that he 
does, indeed, favour the plaintiff, indicating a 
glaring conflict of interest—that the prosecutor, 
judge, and clerk all work for the state—the 
owner of the CQV trust. So, as the case is NOT 
about “justice”, it must be about the 
administration of a trust. They all represent the 
trust owned by the state and, if we are 
beneficiary, the only two positions left are 
Trustee and Executor. So, if you detect the 
judge’s partiality, although I doubt the case will 
get this far, you might just want to let them know 
that you know this. 

If you consider court as entertainment and if you 
can stand the evil emanating from its officers, 
the fear and angst oozing from the walls, and the 
treacherous atmosphere, then go, knowing that 


under trust law we cannot be the trustee or the 
executor of a trust, whilst being beneficiary, as 
that would be a conflict. The position of 
beneficiary may lack clout, but the other 
positions hold liability. Since state employees 
want to be the beneficiaries of the trust, the only 
way they can do so is to transfer, to us, the 
liability which they hold, as trustees and 
executors, because they also cannot be both the 
administrators and beneficiary of the trust. So, 
trusteeship and executorship, i.e.: suretyship, 
becomes a hot potato and everyone wants to toss 
it so s/he can be beneficiary of the credit from 
the trust. 

When we were bom, a trust, called a Cestui Que 
Vie Trust (“CQV”) was set-up, for our benefit. 
Evidence of this is the birth certificate. But what 
is the value which must be conveyed to the trust, 
in order to create it? It was our right to property 
(via Birth into this world), our body (via the Live 
Birth Record), and our souls (via Baptism). Since 
the state/province which registered the trust is 
the owner, it is also the trustee.... the one that 
administers the trust. Since they, also, wanted to 
be beneficiary of this trust, they had to come up 
with ways to get us, as beneficiary, to authorize 
their charging the bust, allegedly, for our benefit 
(via our signature on a document: citation, 
application, etc.), and then, temporarily transfer 
trusteeship, to us, during the brief time that they 
want to be the beneficiary of a particular 
“constructive” trust. 

This means that a trust can be established 
anywhere, anytime, and the parties of the trust 
are quickly, albeit temporarily, put into place. 
But, since a beneficiary cannot charge a trust— 
only a trustee can do so—it is the state that 
charges the trust, but they do so for their benefit, 
not ours (albeit occasionally we do reap some 
benefit from that charge but nowhere near the 

value which they reap. Think bank loan.we 

reap a minute percentage of what they gain from 
our authorization). So, the only way, under trust 
law, for them to be able to charge the trust is to 
get the authorization from the beneficiary—us, 
and the only way for them to benefit from their 
charge is to get us to switch roles—from 
beneficiary to trustee (the one responsible for the 
accounting), and for them to switch their role— 
from trustee to beneficiary because no party can 
be both, at the same time, i.e.: within the same 
constructive trust. They must somehow trick us 
into accepting the role of trustee. Why would we 
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do so when the trust is for our benefit? .... and 
how do they manage to do this? 



Well, the best way is to get us into court and trick 
us into unwittingly doing so. But, if we know 
what has transpired, prior to our being there, it 
is easy to know what to say so that this doesn’t 
happen. The court clerk is the hot shot, even 
though it appears as if the judge is. The clerk is 
the trustee for the CQV owned by the 
state/province and it is s/he who is responsible 
for appointing the trustee and the executor for a 
constructive trust—that particular court case. 

So s/he appoints the judge as trustee (the one to 
administer the trust) and appoints the prosecutor 
as executor of the trust. The executor is 
ultimately liable for the charge because it was 
s/he who brought the case into court (created the 
constructive trust) on behalf of the state/province 
which charged the CQV trust. Only an 
executor/prosecutor can initiate/create a 
constructive trust and we all know the maxim of 
law: Whoever creates the controversy holds the 
liability and whoever holds the liability must 
provide the remedy. This is why all attorneys are 
mandated to bring their cheque-books to court 
because if it all goes wrong for them.... meaning 
either they fail to transfer their liability onto the 
alleged defendant, or the alleged defendant does 
not accept their offer of liability, then someone 
has to credit the trust account in order to off-set 
the debt. Since the prosecutor is the one who 
issues bogus paper and charges the trust, it is the 
Prosecutor/Executor (“PE”) who is in the hot- 
seat. 

When the Name (of the trust), e.g.: JOHN DOE, 
is called by the Judge aka Administrator aka 
Trustee (“JAT”), we can stand and ask, “Are you 
saying that the trust which you are now 
administrating is the JOHN DOE trust?” This 
establishes that we know that the Name is a trust, 
not a live man. What’s the JAT’s first question? 
“What’s your name?” or “State your name for 
the record”. We must be very careful not to 


identify with the name of the trust because doing 
so makes us the trustee. What does this tell you 
about the judge? If we know that the judge is 
the trustee, then we also know that the judge is 
the Name, but only for this particular, 
constructive trust. Now, think about all the times 
that JATs have become so frustrated by our 
refusal to admit to being the Name that they issue 
a warrant and then, as soon as the man leaves, 
he is arrested. How idiotic is that? They must 
feel foolish for saying, “John Doe is not in court 
so I’m issuing a warrant for his arrest” and then, 
the man whom they just admitted is NOT there 
is arrested because he IS there. Their desperation 
makes them insane. They must get us to admit 
to being the name, or they pay, and we must not 
accept their coercion, or we pay. Because the 
JAT is the trustee—a precarious position, the 
best thing to say, in that case, is “JOHN DOE is, 
indeed, in the court!” Point to the JAT. “It is 
YOU! As trustee, YOU are JOHN DOE, today, 
aren’t you?!” 

During their frustration over our not admitting 
to being a trust name—the trustee and/or 
executor of the trust, we ought to ask who they 
are. “Before we go any further, I need to know 
who YOU are.” Address the clerk of the court- 
-the trustee for the CQV trust owned by the 
state/province, “Are you the CQV’s trustee who 
has appointed this judge as administrator and 
trustee of the constructive trust case #12345? 
Did you also appoint the prosecutor as executor 
of this constructive trust?” Then point to the 
JAT: “So you are the trustee”, then point to the 
prosecutor, “and you are the executor? And I’m 
the beneficiary, so, now we know who’s who 
and, as beneficiary, I authorize you to handle the 
accounting and dissolve this constructive trust. 
I now claim my body so I am collapsing the CQV 
trust which you have charged, as there is no 
value in it. You have committed fraud against 
all laws!” Likely, we will not get that far before 
the JAT will order “Case dismissed” or, even 
more likely, the PE, as he clings tightly to his 
cheque-book, will call, “We withdraw the 
charges”. 

We have exposed their fraud of the CQV trust 
which exists only on presumptions. The CQV 
has no corpus, no property, ergo, no value. Trusts 
are created only upon the conveyance of property 
and can exist only as long as there is value in the 
trust. But, there is no value in the CQV trust, yet, 
they continue to charge the trust. That is fraud! 
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The alleged property is we men and women 
whom they have deemed to be incompetent, 
dead, abandoned, lost, bankrupts, or minors, but 
that is an illusion so, if we claim our body, then 
we collapse the presumption that the trust has 
value. They are operating in fraud—something 
we’ve always known, but now we know how 
they do it. Our having exposed their fraud gives 
them only three options: 

1. They can dissolve the CQV trust—the one 
for which the clerk of the court is trustee and 
from which s/he created a constructive trust—the 
case—for which s/he appointed the judge and 
prosecutor titles which hold temporary liability— 
-trustee and executor, respectively. But they 
cannot dissolve the CQV or the entire global 
system will collapse because they cannot exist 
without our energy which they obtain via that 
CQV trust. 

2. They can enforce the existing rules of trust 
law which means, as trustee, they can set-off 
their debt and leave us alone. Now they know 
that we are onto their fraud and every time they 


go into court to administer a trust account, they 
will not know if we are the one who will send 
them to jail. The trustee (judge) is the liable party 
who will go to jail, and the executor (prosecutor) 
is the one who enforces this. This is why they 
want us to take on both titles, because then, not 
only do we go to jail but also, by signing their 
paper, we become executor and enforce our own 
sentence. They cannot afford to violate the 
ecclesiastical canon laws, out of fear of ending 
their careers, so they are, again, trapped with no 
place to run. 

3. They can dismiss the cases before they even 
take the risk of our exposing their fraud .... 
which also makes no sense because then their 
careers, again, come to a screeching halt. 

What’s a court clerk to do!? Pretty soon, none 
of these thugs will take any cases because the 
risk is too great. This will be the end of the court 
system. ‘Bout bloody time, eh? 

To be Continued 


From Genesis To Genocide: 
Destiny Of The Jews 

By 

Andrew Carrington-Hitchcock 


T his will 

come as a 
rather 
ominous title to 
some readers, but 
anyone familiar 
with my work 
will be aware I 
build my case 
first to ensure no 
ambiguities later. 

We must first establish that there is such an 
antipathy to a particular race in the Bible, it is to 
result in the extinction of that race, and we start 
in the first book of the Bible, the book of 
Genesis. (The scripture I use is the King James, 
putting their use of Lord or God in brackets and 
replacing it with God’s true name, Yahweh.) 


hast done? And the woman said, The serpent 
beguiled me, and I did eat.” 

Genesis 3:14 - “And Yahweh (the LORD God) 
said unto the serpent, Because thou hast done 
this, thou [art] cursed above all cattle, and 
above every beast of the field; upon thy belly 
shalt thou go, and dust shalt thou eat all the days 
of thy life 

Genesis 3:15 - “And I will put enmity between 
thee and the woman, and between thy seed and 
her seed; it shall bruise thy head, and thou shalt 
bruise his heel. ” 

Now in Genesis 3:15 “we can see that there is 
enmity or hatred determined by Yahweh between 
two seeds, the seed of the woman and the seed 
of the serpent. ” 




Genesis 3:13 - “ And Yahweh (the LORD God) The seed (or what we would call race today) of 
said unto the woman, What [is] this [that] thou the woman is the seed of Yahweh God, as after 


(Page 26) 



He created Adam he created Eve from Adam as 
we can see in Genesis chapter 2 below 

Genesis 2:22 - “And the rib, which Yahweh (the 
LORD God) had taken from man, made he a 
woman, and brought her unto the man." 

Genesis 2:23 - “And Adam said, This [is] now 
bone of my bones, andflesh ofmy flesh: she shall 
be called Woman, because she was taken out of 
Man" 

The seed (or what we would call race today) of 
the serpent is the seed of Satan, as we can see in 
Revelation 12:9 - “And the great dragon was cast 
out, that old serpent, called the Devil, and Satan, 
which deceiveth the whole world: he was cast 
out into the earth, and his angels were cast out 
with him.” 

So what Yahweh is 
referring to in Genesis 
3:13-15 is Satan’s 
seduction of Eve which 
resulted in her falling 
pregnant with Cain. Eve 
subsequently lay with 
Adam which resulted in 
her falling pregnant with 
Abel. Both Cain and Abel 
were brothers in her 
womb, but with different 
fathers’, Satan for Cain, 
and Adam for Abel. Cain 
is referred to in 1 John 3:12 - Not as Cain, [who] 
was of that wicked one, and slew his brother...), 
in reference to Cain’s descendancy from Satan 
and his murder of Abel. After the murder Cain 
is banished from Eden and goes eastward (see 
Genesis 4:16 - And Cain went out from the 
presence of Yahweh (the LORD), and dwelt in 
the land of Nod, on the east of Eden.), whilst 
Adam and Eve have another child called Seth 
(which in Hebrew means replacement) and who 
we know is Yahweh’s son through Adam, by 
looking at Luke 3:38 - Which was [the son] of 
Enos, which was [the son] of Seth, which was 
[the son] of Adam, which was [the son] of 
Yahweh (God). 

Now that we have the identity of the two seeds 
referred to in Genesis 3:15 which are going to 
have a permanent hatred for each other and thus 
be in a state of perpetual war, let us see who they 
are today. 


Let’s start off with Yahweh’s seed. His first son 
was called Adam which is called Aw-Dawm in 
the original Hebrew and means of ruddy face or 
to show blood in the face (see Vine’s Complete 
Expository Dictionary of Old and New 
Testament Words). 

You can see Adam’s genealogy all the way to 
Jesus Christ in Luke 3:23 to 3:38. Within this 
genealogy you will also find King David at the 
end ofLuke 3:31, who in 1 Samuel 16:12 is also 
described as ruddy. To my knowledge the white 
race are the only race that are ruddy, showing 
blood in the face when angry or embarrassed, 
but if physical appearances are not enough for 
people to determine Adam’s descendants today, 
how about what Yahweh said would become of 
Abraham’s descendants (whose genealogy is 
recorded in Luke 3:34). From Genesis 17:4 to 
17:7 Yahweh promises Abraham that he will be 
a father of many nations 
and kings. Again this only 
seems to apply to the white 
race who still have 
numerous royal families 
throughout Europe, the 
nations within they created 
as they migrated westward, 
along with America, 
Canada, Australia, even 
Rhodesia (now Zimbabwe) 
and South Africa. 
Interestingly both these 
African nations have since 
overthrown their white race founders, which 
have caused Zimbabwe to regress into third 
world status, whilst South Africa is not far 
behind. 

Now that we have established who Yahweh’s 
seed are today, let us identify who the seed of 
Satan are, and for that we jump forward to the 
book of John chapter 8 where the Jews are 
confronting Jesus Christ. 

John 8:38 - “I speak that which I have seen with 
my Father: and ye do that which ye have seen 
with your father." 

John 8:39 - “They answered and said unto him, 
Abraham is our father. Jesus saith unto them, If 
ye were Abraham's children, ye would do the 
works of Abraham. ” 
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John 8:40 - “But now ye seek to kill me, a man 
that hath told you the truth, which I have heard 
ofYahweh (God): this did not Abraham.” 

John 8:41 - “Ye do the deeds of your father. 
Then said they to him, We be not born of 
fornication; we have one Father, [even] Yahweh 
(God).” 


Satan’s seed, and thus that offspring are of their 
father the devil. For proof of the distinction 
between Esau and Jacob, who both came from 
Abraham through Isaac, we can look at the book 
of Malachi here: 

Malachi 1:1 - “The burden of the word of 
Yahweh (the Lord) to Israel by Malachi.” 


John 8:42 - “Jesus said unto them, If Yahweh 
(God) were your Father, ye would love me: for 
I proceededforth and came from Yahweh (God); 
neither came I of myself but he sent me.” 

John 8:43 - “Why do ye not understand my 
speech? [even] because ye cannot hear my word. 
John 8:44 - Ye are of [your] father the devil, 
and the lusts of your father ye will do. He was a 
murderer from the beginning, and abode not in 
the truth, because there is no truth in him. When 
he speaketh a lie, he speaketh of his own: for he 
is a liar, and the father of it.” 

John 8:45 - “And because 
I tell [you] the truth, ye 
believe me not.” 

John 8:46 - “Which of you 
convinceth me of sin? And 
if I say the truth, why do ye 
not believe me?” 

John 8:47 - “He that is of 
Yahweh (God) heareth 
Yahweh’s (God's) words: ye 
therefore hear [them] not, because ye are not of 
Yahweh (God).” 

Can it be any clearer from the verses above that 
the Jews are Satan’s seed, Jesus Christ even says 
it directly in John 8:44. And just to clarify 
exactly who he was addressing, we simply look 
at the book of Mark written at the same time 
which in verse 7:3 states, “the Pharisees and all 
the Jews,” in other words the Jewish race as a 
whole. Also note how Christ makes a point of 
saying, “If Yahweh were your Father,” showing 
Yahweh is obviously not their father. 

Can you see how even when faced with Jesus 
Christ the Jews try to twist history to suit their 
agenda, yet their claims to have come from 
Abraham are irrelevant because only the Jacob 
Israel line is Yahweh’s seed, Jacob’s brother 
Esau (also known as Edom) procreated with 


Malachi 1:2 - ‘‘I have loved you saith Yahweh 
(the Lord). Yet ye say, Wherein hast thou love 
us? Was not Esau Jacob’s brother? saith 
Yahweh (the Lord): yet I loved Jacob ” 

? 

Malachi 1:3 — “And I hated Esau, and laid his 
mountains and his heritage waste for the 
dragons of the wilderness.” 

Jews admit to being Esau Edom in the Jewish 
Encyclopaedia of 1925, where they state, “Edom 
is in modern Jewry.” 

So to recap we have now proved that there is to 
be a perpetual war between 
the White Race and the 
Jews. Who will be 
victorious? Let’s continue 
with Malachi. 

Malachi 1:4 — “ Whereas 
Edom saith, We are 
impoverished, but we will 
return and build the 
desolate places; thus saith 
Yahweh (the Lord of hosts), 
They shall build, but I will throw down; and they 
shall call them, The border of wickedness, and, 
The people against whom Yahweh (the Lord) 
hath indignation for ever.” 

Here we can see that whilst Edom (the Jews) 
promise to rebuild the desolate places (i.e. 
Jerusalem which is part of their military 
occupation of Palestine they deceptively refer to 
as Israel today, making them outwardly appear 
as Yahweh’s chosen people when Christ said 
they were of their father the devil) and Yahweh 
confirms they will build those places, Yahweh 
will tear them down. 

This sounds like Yahweh plans to destroy what 
the Jews have built but what else does Yahweh 
have in store for the Jews? Let us look at what 
Jesus Christ said in Luke 19:27 below which is 
from a parable, and incidentally when the 
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disciples asked him why he spoke in parables, 
he said in Matthew 13:11,“.. .Because it is given 
unto you to know the mysteries of the kingdom 
of heaven, but to them it is not given.” Now to 
Luke 19:27. 

Luke 19:27 - “ But those mine enemies, which 
would not that I should reign over them, bring 
hither, and slay [them] before me.” 

Who would not have Christ reign over them? 
See John 19:15 when Pilate asked the Jews if 
Christ were their king and they replied, “We 
have no king but Caesar.” And bear in mind that 
Christ was in Jerusalem when he said, “But those 
mine enemies, which would not that I should 
reign over them, bring hither, and slay [them] 
before me,” which is where the Jews have built 
a homeland today. 

What did the Jews say of Christ when they 
crucified him? 

Matthew 27:25 - “ Then answered all the 
people, and said, His blood [be] on us, and on 
our children .” 


To identify the genocide that is going to befall 
the Jews, I quote these scriptures in closing: 


To be continued 


Andrew Carrington Hitchcock. 


The author of the best selling “Synagogue of 
Satan ” is also author of in “/« The Name of 
Yahweh ” which covers the content of this article 
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in greater detail of the 
history and future of 
the wheat and the tares 
or the 2 seedline of 
Adam and Cain. 

We would recommend 
our readers who are 
interested in this 
subject to purchase this 
well written and 
reasonably priced book 
- get details by clicking 
on the book on the left. 


Letters And Views 



Censored Leaflet 

Sir—, Your readers might be interested in 
this leaflet, which was published in 1941 

Caption: “Translation into German Forbidden!” 

That’s what the Pesident of the American Peace 
League, the Jew Th. Nathan Kaufman, wrote in 
his hate-filled pamphlet, in which among other 
things he wrote: 

“After the complete sterilization of the German 
people, population growth through births in 


Germany will cease. Through the normal annual 
mortality rate of 20% [an obvious error], Ger¬ 
man life will decline by 1,500,000 souls each 
year. Thus within two generations, what oth¬ 
erwise would have cost millions of human 
lives and centuries of effort will be realized, 
namely the complete extermination of Ger- 
mandom and its bearers.” 

Roosevelt, too, is part of the Jew Kaufman’s 
murderous program. The German people will 
note that! (#44/1941) 

Yours truly, KH - West Midlands, UK 

A Comment on Jewish Supremacists 
Arrest and Torture Children by 
EURO • FOLK RADIO on March 
26th, 2015 

Sir—. Armed soldiers in full battle gear 
attacking, terrorizing, torturing and murdering 
little children?! How cowardly! How absolutely 
disgusting and despicable! What sick, sick 
bastards! No doubt about it: most Jews appear 
to be eternal criminal swine without any hint of 
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redeeming characteristic. The more I study them, 
their insane lying criminal mindset, their greed, 
their perversions, etc., the more that I am 
convinced that they are quite literally a 
genetically alien presence amongst the rest of 
the peoples of the world. Truly, is there no evil 
in the past 250 years in which the Jews are 
not involved?! 

The French Revolution? 

The American Revolution? 

The War of 1812? 

The War Between The States? 

The World Wars? 

The murders of five Czars? 

The murders of four U.S. Presidents? 
Communism? 

Bolshevism? 

Gulags? 

The REAL Holocaust of 12 million Germans 
during and after WWII? The “Federal Reserve” 
banksters? The Stock Market Crash of 1929? 
The Great Depression? 9/11? Secret societies? 
Organized crime? White slavery? The murders 
of at least 100 million Christians in the past 200 
years? This unholy Jew shite just goes on and on 
and on, ad nauseam! Truly, the Jew is the 
anti-Christ. How can this planet ever be safe, 
peaceful or prosperous unless these Edomite 
Canaanite Khazar Jews are completely 
eradicated from it? Woe betide them when The 
Master, Yahshua, The King of kings returns! Not 
a single one of these tares will survive. Yours 
truly, Beom Halig 

DUE PROCESS OF LAW 

An message from Danielle “De Lioness” 
Davidson, someone who has been through the 
fire. Due process of law here; 

https://www.facebook.com/groups/practicallaw 

fuldissent/ 

Article 61; Magna Carta. This ancient law was 
invoked by constitutional protocols on the 23rd 
March 2001; it is now the supreme law of this 
land. 

Not to be underestimated, it gave the power of 
our common laws back to us, and means the 
crown has no authority over anyone standing 
under article 61. It’s the origination of all our 


law and in reality cannot be repealed as it 
predates parliament. 



The fact is that our government have been 
committing treason most importantly, drawing 
us into the EU without our consent, this they 
knew about. It has been eroding our rights and 
laws ever since. 

Since Article 61 was invoked it’s unlawful to 
vote and unconstitutional to vote. It’s been 
unconstitutional to vote since 2001 as that was 
when Article 61 was invoked according to 
constitutional protocols; however Government 
has been committing treason since 1911, first 
with the Parliament Act which unconstitutionally 
took away the need for the Royal Assent. Royal 
Assent given to any act of parliament meant it 
was in keeping with the constitution that is meant 
to protect our rights and freedoms in this country 
and the commonwealth. Without apparently 
needing Royal Assent meant the government 
could make up any random unlawful statute it 
thought it liked. The fact that this has been going 
on makes all those politicians working 
unconstitutionally and against the law of this 
land. 

I have used article 61 to rebut a warrant from the 
county court (over contempt of court), in process 
of my council tax, and we successfully seized 
our town hall. Article 61 works as it is the law. 
This may sound confusing to some but it’s very 
simple, this is the lawful rebellion. If you are 
interested in the lawful remedy (really it’s your 
lawful duty to do so) please see this group and 
its files. 

https://www.facebook.com/groups/practicallaw 

fuldissent/ 

We need to have a peaceful lawful rebellion to 
restore the rule of law; there is no other way to 
get justice, without the treason issue being 
remedied. Whilst we still have criminal courts 
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in place we will never see justice. Article 61 
gives us lawful excuse to rebel. 

There is a process and method which is 
honourable, lawful and peaceful which involves 
informing others of the truth and evidential facts, 
as well as dissent. People who join the group 
above can find out more there, there are many 
discussions but it is fairly simple and can be used 
with effect immediately for personal 
circumstances involving corporate bullies and 
institutions gone outlaws, which will in turn 
affect the whole as is its intent, written in law. 

...., friend, if you are asking for a constitutional 
reform, you must defend the realm, by standing 
under Article 61. As that is the lawful duty of 
every man woman within or without the realm. 
This is the letter of the law; you won’t get a 
reform unless you follow it by the letter. Lucky 
for us Article 61 was invoked making it the 
supreme law of this land. Have you read what 
article 61 demands? Use the rebellion to create 
the revolution, as you've said before the answer 
is to not comply, well, that’s what the law tells 
us to do as well in the form of the rebellion. 

Our ancestors did not fight their way to freedom 
and use their wisdom and intelligence for their 
descendants to be treated like this. It is royally 
wrong, and we will bring these criminals to trial 
in properly convened courts de jure, together we 
can make sure this happens. 

But you have to use the remedy they left us for 
institutionalised treason, to restore the rule of 
law, and to compile evidence against them and 
also to educate them, and also it’s your defense, 
(as you’re doing what the law demands). 

We are letting parliamentarians bomb people, 
cover up for paedophiles, turf people out of their 
houses, nick homeless peoples food, and they 
are meant to be our representatives and public 
servants, but they are not. Yours truly, Danielle 

THE 2015 GENERAL ELECTION 

Dear Editor-, In a few weeks time the British 

electorate will be going to the polling booths to 
vote for their prospective parliamentary 
candidate, although in the case of political party 
candidates that is not strictly true as those 
candidates are chosen by the party hierarchies 


and put forward on a fait accompli take it or 
leave it basis. 

Is it possible to fool all of the people all of the 
time? It seems it is, and the forthcoming sham 
general election proves it. It is a sham because 
it purports to give the British people an 
opportunity to vote for a political party to govern 
the nation, in reality nothing could be further 
from the truth. In 1972 with the signing up to the 
Treaty of Rome the governance of this country 
was handed over to an unelected unaccountable 
foreign political power to which all so-called 
British governments from that time on have been 
totally subordinate, making them no more than 
administrative authorities for that foreign 
political power. 



The Merchant shipping Act debacle of 1982 
proves this, and the impotence of the so called 
British governments to create binding British 
law. In 1992 the Maastricht Treaty established 
the European Union of the Regions, which made 
all British subjects and their elected monarch 
governor, ‘citizens’ of that political power and 
so subject to the constraints and obligations of 
that citizenship under, and subordinate to, an 
unelected and unaccountable foreign president, 
presiding over an unelected and unaccountable 
foreign government; not that the vast majority 
of the British people have any understanding of 
any of this. If further proof were needed we now 
have elected members of our now so-called 
parliament whose first allegiance is not to the 
Crown and the British people. 

This could not be so if the Crown as representing 
the British people was still the supreme power 
in the land, but that supremacy was surrendered 
to the European Union when the monarch was 
made one of its citizens as no one can be both 
citizen and monarch at the same time. In full 
support of these enforced unconstitutional 
changes, which can only be described as 
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treachery and treason, are the three leading 
political parties in the forthcoming charade of a 
general election. 


Was Ed Miliband’s Father a KGB 
Stooge? 



We have the Conservative and Unionist Party, 
(but which union?) A party that failed to 
conserve even the nation’s national sovereignty. 
The working people’s Labour Party, controlled 
and run by self created political class 
millionaires, most of whom have never 
experienced an honest day’s work in their lives. 
The Liberal Democrat Party that does not believe 
that the British people should have a say in 
whether or not they wish to be an independent 
people of self political determination. Just how 
liberal or democratic is that? 

Never the less, in May of this year the British 
electorate will have the opportunity to vote for 
these three false political parties and doubtless 
many unsuspecting and innocent voters will be 
duped into so doing and so support the covertly 
planned continued destruction of the nation state, 
or they can vote for a candidate who believes in 
nationhood and national self autonomy. 

Under the prevailing circumstances many voters 
will simply abstain, but all must bear in mind 
that in this forthcoming general election we are 
seeing the last vestige of our now fast dwindling 
democracy. Such is the importance of this next 
opportunity to save the nation state which might 
well prove to be our last chance as democracy 
as we the British people understand it, is an 
anathema to our self appointed foreign ruling 
masters and their British subordinate 
administrators now standing for election. Yours 
Faithfully, Bob Lomas. 


The lack-lustre British general election cam¬ 
paign has been spiced up somewhat with the 
news of a link between a party leader and one of 
the greatest murderers of the twentieth century 
Genrikh Yagoda. 

According to the Daily Mail, the Liberal Dem¬ 
ocrat party leader Nick Clegg — who was the 
Deputy Prime Minister — had an aunt in twen¬ 
ties Moscow who was a Mata Hari-type spy who 
spread her favours far and wide in the cause of 
whoever was paying her; entrapping and com¬ 
promising various paramours including British 
diplomats and Soviet big wigs. 

The Mail alleges that Baroness Moura Budberg 
worked for the genocidal Jewish Bolshevik 
Yagoda and may have been one of his sexual 
conquests. Yagoda was the director of the 
NKVD during its most bloodthirsty period in the 
thirties when many millions of ethnic Russians, 
Ukrainians, Georgians and many others were 
liquidated at his hands. 

Jewish ethnicity may have been one of the 
factors that Clegg’s aunt and Yagoda had in 
common as Jews who were a tiny fraction of the 
Russian population, predominated at the top end 
of Bolshevik society. They were particularly 
thick on the ground in the ruthless security 
apparatus and there has been continued specula¬ 
tion that their genocidal ruthlessness was fuelled 
by ethnic hatred of Whites. 

Thanks to the Toronto Globe and Mail we now 
know that Nick Clegg is a cousin of the Canadian 
Liberal Party leader — and ethnic Jew — 
Michael Ignatieff. The Huffmgton Post has 
described Clegg’s family background as 
“shrouded in mystery” although it is heavily 
Dutch and Russian aristocratic. 

This would mean that this is the first British 
general election where all three candidates for 
the prime minister’s post have varying strong 
degrees of Jewish antecedence. The incumbent 
prime minister David Cameron has already 
boasted of his strong Jewish roots to no less than 
the Knesset. 


************ But in many ways it is the Jewish roots of 

Cameron’s closest rival Ed Miliband which are 


(Page 32) 


most intriguing. Unlike the other two, Miliband 
is fully ethnically Jewish and boasts an impres¬ 
sive family pedigree with roots that go deep into 
Britain’s Marxist world. 

Was Ed Miliband’s Trotskyist grandfather in¬ 
volved in the liquidation of White Russians who 
were opposed to communism? This intriguing 
question was asked by one of Vladimir Putin’s 
closest advisors eight years ago and has never 
been satisfactorily answered. Kremlin insider 
Geb Pavlovsky even said that Ed Miliband may 
have “inherited” his hatred of Russia from his 
Polish-bom grandfather Samuel. 

The Milibands have always played down their 
family’s Bolshevik past and instead preferred to 
talk about the dozens of family members from 
the Polish side who died in the Holocaust. Ed 
Miliband has always been keen to play up this 
part of the family history 

TOO has already asked whether Ed Miliband’s 
father Ralph himself was a KGB stooge or 
whether he just liked the company of KGB 
agents. There is no question that in the sixties, 
intellectual Ralph Miliband moved in the same 
circles as many Marxist Jews of Russian back¬ 
ground. There is equally no question that Brit¬ 
ain’s security services were deeply concerned 
because of their KGB links, especially about a 
Russian attache called “Lev”, a frequent visitor 
to the Miliband Hampstead home who was not 
slow to throw money and gifts around when it 
came to getting what he wanted. David Horow¬ 
itz remembers a ham-fisted attempt to recruit 
him in the sixties. 

In the end this is all history and is overshadowed 
by one simple salient fact — the Friends of Israel 
lobby groups are the most powerful in British 
politics and eighty per cent of Conservative MPs 
are members of Conservative Friends of Israel. 
Yours truly, Francis Carr Begbie. 


The Political Situation In Britain Is 
Far More Serious Than It Appears 

Sir_, Apart from Britain being deeper in debt 

than the main parties will admit, there are a 
number of long-standing policies that are deeply 
unpopular with the people. Yet parliament is 
determined to perpetuate them. The first is 
continued mass immigration. Why do the major 


parties view it as essential? To understand this 
we have to view the issue through the eyes of the 
people who actually control governments. 

Jews have been around for at least three thousand 
years. During this time many nations were 
formed and disappeared. This has often been the 
result of assimilation with people of a different 
race, religion or culture. Jews have survived by 
ensuring that “Jewish boy marries Jewish girl”. 
Rabbis are fearful of their people marrying out 
because it would mean the end of the “tribe” as 
they call themselves. In the Jewish News a lady 
asked the rabbi, “Why can’t we marry out?” He 
replied, “As part of an eternal covenant, we 
undertook to observe many mitzvot designed to 
preserve us as a distinct people. 



Multi-racialism is what the Jews fear most, yet 
it is being forced on to Europeans. This parlia¬ 
mentary insanity is being implemented against 
the clear wishes of the public. If not stopped it 
would overwhelm and eventually destroy the 
white Christian nations. This is the motive 
behind the mass alien invasions. 

It should be clear to most people by now that the 
British and American governments have a bi¬ 
zarre and secret agenda, that is hostile to the 
people they are supposed to represent. The EU 
is a large part of a new world-government bloc. 
There are currently moves to join the USA to the 
EU and create an EU army. These decisions go 
against the will of the public. For it is the aim 
of the major parties to deny people any choice 
and make them prisoners of a global dictator- 
state. For decades everyone who has tried to 
point out the dangers of mass immigration and 
the EU has been harassed and intimidated. To 
prevent criticism of its unacceptable legislation, 
our governments have banned free speech. 
Mentioning the downside of immigration has 
been made a “hate crime”. For forty years 
innocent protesters have been summoned to 
court as though they were the criminals. 

Why Are Western Governments Anti- 
White-European And Anti-Christian? 
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A document published in the London Gazette in 
February 1936 is titled “The Jewish Peril and 
The Catholic Church” (to be accurate it should 
have read, “The Jewish Peril against Christianity 
and White Europeans.”) The book is based on 
information smuggled out of a series of speeches 
delivered at Secret Jewish meetings that had 
taken place in Paris. The first paragraph begins 
“As long as there remains among the Gentiles 
any moral conception of the social order, and 
until all faith, patriotism and dignity are uprooted 
our reign over the world shall not come - and 
the Gentiles in their stupidity, have proved easier 
dupes than we expected them to be. One would 
expect more practical common sense, but they 
are no better than a herd of sheep. Let them 
graze until they are under the rule of our future 
King of the world. 

We have founded many secret associations, 
which all work for our purpose, under our orders 
and our direction. We have made it a great 
honour for Gentiles to join us in our organisa¬ 
tions which, thanks to gold, is flourishing more 
than ever. Yet it remains our secret that those 
Gentiles who betray their own and most precious 
interests, by joining us in our plot, should never 
know that the associations are of our creation, 
and that they serve our purpose. 

One of the many triumphs of Freemasonry is that 
those Gentiles who become members of our 
Lodges should never suspect that we are using 
them to build their own jails, upon whose terrac¬ 
es we shall erect the throne of our Universal King 
of the Jews. Gentile Freemasons should never 
know that we are commanding them to forge the 
chains of their servility to our future King of the 
World. 

Many countries, including the United States have 
already fallen for our scheming. But the Chris¬ 
tian Church is still alive ... we must destroy it 
without delay and without the slightest mercy. 
Most of the Press in the world is under our 
control; let us encourage in a still more violent 
way the hatred of the world against the Christian 
Church. Let us intensify our activities in poison¬ 
ing the morality of the Gentiles. Let us spread 
the spirit of revolution in the minds of the people. 

They must be made to despise patriotism and the 
love of their family, to consider their faith as a 
humbug, their obedience to their Christ as a 
degrading servility, so that they become deaf to 


the appeal of the Church and blind to its warn¬ 
ings against us. If our plot be revealed, the 
Gentiles will turn against us, in the spirit of 
revenge, and our domination over them will 
never be realized.” (It is not only the Christian 
religion that anti-Christ Jews want to see wiped 
out, but the White European race too.) Most 
politicians and journalists are under the influence 
of Anti-Christ organisations. It’s not enough 
sitting in Church we all need to be out and about 
preventing these Anti-Christ groups controlling 
our lives. 

The secretive Fabi- 
rr —j ] f an Society tells its 

Er d, I members “that it is 
! I their intention to gain 
1 Mm control of all nations. 

L-Jp# It will not be done in 
i a violent way as with 

ll vm the bloody Bolshevik, 

BL M Russian Revolution but 
\ by gradually changing 

V~' J-W public attitudes. We will 
have the public embracing 
with enthusiasm, what previ¬ 
ous generations had regarded as 
unacceptable.” The 1960’s saw the deliberately 
contrived social revolution. To start it off 
teenagers were told not to listen to their parents 
as they were square, stupid and old fashioned. 
They were urged to “do their own thing.” Here 
the wisdom of ages started to be lost. These 
changes caused many problems which have 
become accepted as something we have to live 
with. 

Today the public show little concern at the low 
level of education. It was made that way by 
Fabian leader Tony Crosland. This he achieved 
while serving in Harold Wilson’s government 
by introducing “comprehensive education.” 
Drugs to a large degree were introduced by 
immigrants. Today the public and government 
show little concern at drug addiction. Previous 
generations would have been appalled at the 
terrible brain-damage inflicted on our fellow 
countrymen, plus the tragic loss of life and extra 
social problems. We have mind-manipulators 
saying “whether to take drugs or not is simply a 
lifestyle choice. 

Not so long ago anyone suggesting that two men 
could get married and adopt children would have 
been considered a candidate for a lunatic asylum. 
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We now hear people who should know better 
speaking in favour of it. Why? Those who 
support idiotic left-wing wing, politically correct 
dogma will have the feel good factor bestowed 
upon them by those who control the mass media. 
They will be able to sleep with a comfortable 
warm glow in the knowledge that no one will 
call them an unfeeling Fascist bigot. Television, 
the cinema and press is owned and controlled 


almost entirely by Zionists, Freemasons, Fabi¬ 
ans, Financiers and Bilderbergers. Anyone talk¬ 
ing political sense will receive abuse and 
character assassination. This blatant contradic¬ 
tion seeps into the public’s psyche which often 
causes insane decisions to be made when voting. 
But for this mind-control the Labour, Liberal and 
Conservative parties would have ceased to exist 
decades ago. Yours truly, Bernard Fraklin 


“City of London” 

Is Not Part of England It Is A Separate State 
From Our Kent Correspondent 



F EVER A COUNTRY has been referred 
by many names it has to be England. What 
is the difference between United Kingdom, 
England, Great Britain and moreover why is the 
‘City of London’ a Corporation and not part of 
England, having its own laws? 

First, let us run though some of the names used 
for UK. Before the 17th Century ’’there was no 
such word as British, 4 separate ‘countries’ 
prevailed comprising people who had their own 
identity, language and history” English, Scottish, 
Welsh and Irish. 

By 18th century the word British was used. Rule 
Britannia song was composed and Union flag 
created. 

British 

To be called British is not English only. British 
are Scottish, Welsh and Irish (living in Northern 
Ireland) Scottish and Welsh prefer to refer to 
themselves as Scots and Welsh instead of Brits. 
United Kingdom. 

Formed on 1 January 1801 (2nd Union Act) 

Official name of UK is ‘United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Northern Ireland” 


(UK = Great Britain + Northern Ireland) created 
in 1927 

United Kingdom is made up of England, 
Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland. 

Comprises total land area of 244,100 square 
kilometres 

Only Northern Ireland is part of UK 

Capital of UK is England (capital of England is 
London) 

Capital of Scotland is Edinburgh 

Capital of Wales is Cardiff 

Capital of Northern Ireland is Belfast (Separate 
since 1922) 

The UNION JACK flag represents England, 
Scotland and Northern Ireland 

Great Britain 

1st Union Act in 1701 formed Kingdom of Great 
Britain (England, Scotland and Wales) 

2nd Union Act in 1801 formed United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Ireland 

1921 Anglo-Irish Treaty created Northern Ireland 

Wales and England was one country under 
Tudors in 1543 (Scotland and Ireland ran 
separate kingdoms and Parliament) 
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GB has been ruled by UK Government since 
1707 (Scotland lost its independence by force in 
1652 because of Oliver Cromwell) 

England 

Is a country in the United Kingdom comprising 
2/3 of Great Britain 

The total area of England is 130,410 sq km (50, 
352 sq mi). 

84% of UK population live in England 

English language derives from England 
(Scotland and Wales have their own language) 

British Royal Family live in London 

England and Wales was one country during 
Tudor Times (1543) 

City of London (is a separate sovereign State 
located in the heart of greater London and not 
subject to British law) It is a Corporation. 

Here’s where things get complicated. 

City of London and London City is not the same. 
In fact City of London does not belong to UK, 
England, Great Britain or Britain. 

The City is not a part of England, just as 
Washington is not a part of the USA. The City 
of London is a privately owned corporation 
operating under its own flag, with its own 
constitution and free from the legal constraints 
that govern the rest of the country. 

(King William III of the House of Orange in 
1694 privatized the Bank of England, established 
the City of London, and turned control of 
England’s money over to an elite group of 
international bankers. Actually a Committee 
comprising 12 banks headed by Bank of England 
(Rothschild). 

England is however the financial oligarchy run 
by the “Crown” = City of London (Not the 
Queen) The Queen has to take permission to 
enter this private sovereign state from the Lord 
Mayor at the Templar Bar (4 Inns of Court - 
Middle Temple, Inner Temple, Lincoln’s Inn and 
Gray’s Inn ” all secret societies). The Bar 
Attorneys of the US owe their allegiance and 


pledge their oaths to the Crown (City of 
London). All Bar Associations throughout the 
world are signatories and franchises to the 
International Bar Association located at the Inns 
of Court of the Crown Temple. (Rense.com) 

The City of London is 677 acres. It is a financial 
district ” but not part of UK. 

Population of the City of London is 7000 but 
over 300,000 commute in and out daily. 

Population of Greater London is 8.1 million 

The ‘City’ is run by the Bank of England ” it is 
a private corporation. 

Those who own the City of London are the 
Financial Oligarchy and are the power behind 
the Windsor Throne. They think they are the 
heirs to the Venetian oligarchy. Members of this 
oligarchy are mostly Jews (wealthiest of the 
mercantile class) 



But the Bank of England dictates to the UK 
Parliament. 

The Crown Colonies belonged to the City and 
were not subject to British laws though British 
citizens were used to conquer nations as well as 
pay for them. The British, Scottish, Welsh and 
even Irish are people simply serving the interests 
of the Crown or The City. 

The Bankers are part of a network known as 
‘Club of the Isles” (informal gathering of 
European royalty including Queen) and has $10 
trillion in assets including - Royal Dutch Shell, 
Imperial Chemical Industries, Lloyds of London, 
Unilever, Lonrho, Rio Tinto Zinc, and Anglo 
American De Beers. 
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The Club of Isles dominates world supply of 
petroleum, gold, diamonds and other raw 
materials. 

The City dominates the world’s markets ’’raw 
material extraction corporations, finance, 
insurance, transportation and food production 
and thus are able to create ‘chock points’ as well. 

The Club of Isles wishes to reduce population 
and bring the total world population down to 1 
billion (world population is 7 billion) 

The Bank of England assumed control of the US 
during Roosevelts administration (1901-99) after 
its agent J P Morgan took control of 25% of 
American business. 

Americans think they own the land they purchase 
in the US ” it is far from so. they have merely 
purchased real estate by contract. A Warranty 
Deed has no value against a Land Patent. 


In CONGRESS, July* 

A DECLARATION 

By tki REPRESENTATIVES or thi 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. 

In GENERAL CONGRESS aiiihilib. 



The Crown was granted Land Patents in North 
America by the King of England. The US 
Declaration of Independence is said to have been 
signed to pacify the populace who objected to 
being taxed by the Crown (City of London). 

The validity of the Declaration of Independence 
comes into question because the signatories on 
both sides were agents of the Crown. 

Templar Bar Attorneys under solemn oath to the 
Crown signed the American Declaration of 
Independence” this means that when a single 
party signs as both first and second party it has 
no lawful effect. 

From 1694 onwards the ‘Crown’ in reality were 
the bankers. The Crown controlled 90% of the 
world’s trade controlled by British ships. The 
rest of the 10% of ships had to pay Commissions 
to the Crown for using the world’s oceans. By 
1850, Frederick Morton estimated that the 
Rothschilds Bank of England exceeded $10 
billion. 


What is surprising is that the Bank of England 
is protected by its Royal Charter status and the 
Official Secrets Act that means no one knows 
who the shareholders are and who owns the 
company that carries out Central Banking in the 
UK. 

What is even more surprising is that the Bank of 
England is entitled to issue cash, lend cash, and 
even charge interest to the government while 
remaining a private business. 

This is no different to the US Federal Reserve 
Bank of America ” it too is a privately owned 
bank as are all central banks of the world 
including the Bank for International Settlements 
(BIS) in Switzerland ” where heads of 32 central 
banks shift billions of dollars at the stroke of a 
pen. 

The world’s financial crisis are moments of 
opportunity for those controlling these banks. 

The Bank of England has played a prominent 
role in wars, revolutions and espionage as well 
as business panics. 

Vatican City and Washington DC are also 
sovereign City States. 

The End OS22979 

The Too-Trusting Public 
Are Tricked At Every 
General Election 
Bernard Franklin 

M OST VOTERS believe they play 
some part in electing the MPs who 
will dictate government policy. Well 
they don’t! Members of the public may have 
voted for Tony Blair, Margaret Thatcher, Peter 
Mandelson, Jack Straw, Leon Brittan or David 
Cameron. However, voters played no part in 
deciding these names were going on to the ballot 
paper. Jewish leaders chose candidates who 
would secretly work for them, and then had their 
names placed on ballot papers in safe 
constituencies, where they were certain to be 
elected. Months before the election it was 
decided by the Zionist Federation who will be 
the next Prime Minister and who will form his 
cabinet. Thus everything that Parliament has 
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done since 1939 has been in the interest of the 
fanatical Jewish movements at the expense of 
the long-suffering British public. 

How do Zionists abuse the control they have 
over parliament? They are using mass 
Immigration to destroy the white European 
character of the British nation. They continually 
strengthen the EU, which is a large part of the 
formation of a Zionist controlled world- 
government dictatorship. They ensure the 
continuance of a Jewish system of usury-type 
banking which robs the public. They use our 
military to fight wars which are solely in their 
interest, while retaining low levels of education 
in our schools. They put fluoride in the water 
supply and poison the planet with insecticides. 
Jews run our justice system and label as 
criminals anyone who opposes their evil tyranny. 
We are not criticising all Jews here merely those 
in the Anti-Christ movements. 

Elections are like the three card trick. The card 
sharp will take three cards and show you that one 
is a Queen. Then without you seeing he will 
switch the Queen for another card. He then 
places the three cards on a table and moves them 
around. He then asks you to find the Queen. 
No one ever finds the Queen because it isn’t 
there among the three displayed. General 
elections work in a similar way. The public 
always hopes for a government that will do what 
it wants. It cannot happen for as long as we are 
prepared to be controlled by Zionist illusionists. 

The End OS22982 

Sayings By And About 
Jews 

"Thanks to the terrible power of our 
International Banks, we have forced the 
Christians into wars without number. Wars 
have a special value for Jews, since Christians 
massacre each other and make more room for 
us Jews. Wars are the Jews' Harvest: The Jew 
banks grow fat on Christian wars. Over 100- 
million Christians have been swept off the face 
of the earth by wars, and the end is not yet." 

(Rabbi Reichorn, speaking at the funeral of 
Grand Rabbi Simeon Ben-Iudah, 1869, 
Henry 


Ford also noted that: 'It was a Jew who said, 
'Wars are the Jews' harvest'; but no harvest 
is so rich as civil wars.' The International Jew: 
The World's Foremost Problem, Vol. Ill, p. 
180). 

"I fear the Jewish banks with their craftiness and 
tortuous tricks will entirely control the exuberant 
riches of America. And use it to systematically 
corrupt modem civilization. The Jews will not 
hesitate to plunge the whole of Christendom into 
wars and chaos that the earth should become 
their inheritance." (Bismarck) 

*********** 



"A Jew remains a Jew even though he changes 
his religion; a Christian which would adopt the 
Jewish religion would not become a Jew, 
because the quality of a Jew is not in the religion 
but in the race. A Free thinker and Atheist always 
remains a Jew." (Jewish World, London 
December 14,1922) 

"We shall drive the Christians into war by 
exploiting their national vanity and stupidity. 
They will then massacre each other, thus giving 
room for our own people." (Rabbi Reichorn, in 
Fe Contemporain, July 1st, 1880) 

On March 15th, 1923, the Jewish World 
asserted: "Fundamentally Judaism is Anti- 
Christian." (Waters Flowing Eastward, p. 108) 

"Only Judaism is a historic and moral religion: 
all other religions are neither historic nor moral." 

(A Program for the Jews and Humanity, 
Harry Waton, p. 131.) 
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The End 
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CD 127 minutes [Listen to audio clipl $16.00 

Here you will find the ignored story of the 
massive deportations of the German peoples 
from Eastern Germany, Poland, the Baltic 
States, and the Sudetenland and its attendant 
horrors. 

The entire library of many more audio programs 
is available as a bundle. All told, this is nearly 14 
hours of great historical commentary! Plus, you 
realize a savings of $20 dollars. For full details 
and to purchase go to the website:— 

http://www.iftruthbeknown.net/index.php/about/ 


Is now on air! 

24 hr streaming of items 
of interest to identity 
believers including live 
broadcasts on matters 
of national interest and 
much more!! 

TUNE IN NOW! 

http://eurofolkradio.com/category/ge 

neral/ 



A wide range of Literature and rare 
book reprints in hard copy, reasonably 
priced, now available from the Christ’s 

Assembly web site: 

http://christsassemblv.com/literature.htm 
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FOR THE REAL 
NEWS 

http://www.youtube.com/user/ukcol 




WOW! IT'S 
EUROFOLK 
RADIO!./ y ' 


Pastor Eli James 
Sundays 16.00 hrs 

(British Summer time) 

Live on Eurofolk Radio and 
Eurofolk YouTube - Tune in and 
join in the chat 

http://eurofolkradio.com/categorv/general/ 
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Announcements 



The above PowerPoint presentation is 
available at Pastor Eli’s website: 


www.anglo-saxonisrael.com 

Parts 1-6 plus a short introduction 
can now be viewed or downloaded - 
the latest addition part 6 covers the 
German people in relation to the 
migrations of the Tribes of Israel. 
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